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‘enter into any agreement unless these claims 
* were provided for.”’ 

I have nowhere seen evidence that France, at 
any time, conceded these claims to be just. The 


statements of the Quarterly Review are fallacies. | 
Was not the refusal to pay them—was not the 
first ratification of the treaty with the second ar- | 
ticle by Bonaparte, which made no provision for | 


payment, tantamount to a denial and a rejection 
of these claims? To be sure. France would have 
no objection to making provision for the payment 


of just such asum as the American Government | 


might ask for these claims, provided the United 
States would agree to pay France an equal or 
greater sum for alleged infractions of prior trea- 
ties; and this is the whole amount of conces- 


sion which France has ever made to these claim- | 


ants. 

If these claims, as preferred against the United 
States, possess any merit, it is that the United 
States have received of France for them an equiv- 
alent. The equivalent is alleged to be the dis- 
charge, by France, of the prior obligations con- 
tained in sundry recited treaties. 

One gentleman (Mr. Wesster] says that, ** by 
‘a treaty of the United States, the Government 
‘of the United States, for a paluable consideration, 
‘released France from these claims’’—that the 
United States were relieved from ‘* onerous stip- 
ulations of the treaties of alliance and commerce 
with France of 1778’’—that * these claims were 
relinquished for considerations which were valu- 
able to the whole people of the United States’’— 
that these claims were ‘‘ released as a set-off 
against the infractions of the treaties of alliance 
and commerce with France.’’ 

Another Senator (Mr. Preston] says this claim 
on the American Government ‘1s irresistible,’’ 
because, by the aid of the release of the claims on 
France, ** the American Government extricated 
itself from the most embarrassing circumstances”’ 
—that “this Government offered three times the 
amount of this bill to be relieved’’—that ‘* we 
have used the property of these people for pur- 
poses of the Government’’—that ‘* we have used 
the money for State purposes.”’ 

A thir 


‘reparation for these claims of France if it had 
‘chosen todo so’’—that payment was not obtained 


‘** because France set up counter claims for al- | 


leged violations of her treaty of alliance’’—that 


** there cannot be found a more perfect set-off than | 


in the set-off of these two claims.’’ 
The Senators may all rest assured, that if these 


claims had never existed, in negotiating the treaty | 
of September 30, 1800, I'rance never would have 

thought of preferring a claim for any infraction of 
Neither, || 
if these claims had not been made, should we || 
ever have heard that the contest subsequent to the | 


her treaties of alliance and commerce. 


act of Congress declaring the treaties at an end 
was not war toall intents and purposes. Why, 


Congress, by a solemn act, declared the treaties i 
of alliance and commerce to have been at an end; | 
and yet gentlemen, to make out any plausibility | 


to these claims of the United States, are obliged 

to declare those treaties to hage been in force. 
Mr. President, I will proceed to show that there 

was no infraction of the treaties by the United 


States; that there were no ‘‘ onerous stipulations’? || 
violated by this Government; and by consequence, | 


that there was no “ valuable consideration’’ ever 


received by the United States as a set-off against | 


these claims. 

** Pacificus,’’ No. 2, written by Alexander 
Hamilton, (and surely gentlemen will consider 
him good authority,) in justification of President 
Washington’s proclamation of neutrality, of 
April, 1793, says, (Federalist, p. 561:) 

‘* The alliance between the United States and 
* France isof the defensive kind. In the caption 


‘ of the treaty it isdenominated a ‘ treaty eventual | 
In the body (article second) | 


‘and defensive.’ 
‘itis called a defensive alliance. The words of 
‘ that article are as follows: ‘ The essential and 


‘ direct end of the present defensive alliance is to | 
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Senator [Mr. Suep.ey] says he “can | 
‘prove that the Government might have obtained | 


a 





M 


|| ¢ maintain effectually the liberty, sovereignty, and 
‘independence, absolute and unlimited, of the 
* United States, as well in matters of government 
‘as of commerce.’ 

‘‘ France then being on the offensive in the 
‘present war, and our alliance with her being 
‘ defensive only, it follows that the easus federis, or 
‘condition of our guarantee, cannot take place; 
‘and that the United States are free to refuse a 
‘ performance of that guarantee, if demanded.” 

General Hamilton contends that, even if the 
war with Great Britain had not been an offensive 

| war on the part of France, the United States, 
under the peculiar circumstances, would not have 

_been bound by the guarantee. In favor of this | 
position he says, (page 570:) 

‘“*We may learn from Vattel, one of the best 
‘writers on the law of nations, that ‘if a State 
‘which has promised succors, finds itself unable 

| *to furnish them, its very inability is its exemp- 
‘tion; and if the furnishing of succors would ex- 
‘ pose it to an evident danger, this is also a lawful 
‘dispensation. The case would render the treaty 
‘ pernicious to the State, and therefore not oblig- 
‘atory. 


‘such a danger is tacitly and necessarily reserved 
‘in every treaty.’ ”’ 
Taking this quotation from Vattel to be sound 
doctrine, it would be difficult to discover where 
| were the *‘ onerous stipulations’”’ from which the 
| United States obtained a discharge, by not con- 
| senting to prosecute claims which the American 


| to be hopeless, and of no value. 


| ius,’? who espoused the side of the Republican 
| party, at that time in oppenien to and in answer 
| of the same letters of Hamilton, and took the 
| ground most favorable to France, did not contend 


in the treaty of alliance by abstaining from the 
protection of the possession by France of her 
West India Islands, &c. Indeed, it does not 
appear, either here or elsewhere, that France at 


of the guarantee; and without such demand, it 

is abundantly evident no obligation was violated. 
| What was complained of by the Republicans 
| who were friendly to the French revolution at the 
time, was the spirit of hostility to that revolution, 
and the partiality for the Powers arrayed against 
'| France, then contending single-handed, which 
|| was evinced by some of the leading members of 
|| the existing American Administration. 
| §** Veritas,’? a writer in the National Gazette 
|| of June, 1793, speaking of Washington’s procla- 
|| mation of neutrality, says: 

‘** As the proclamation has not the most distant 
‘allusion to the treaties existing between France 
‘and the United States, there is room for surmis- 
'| *ing that those treaties, from which we have long 
| ‘enjoyed important advantages, are now to be 
‘ considered of no obligation; and this, I believe, 





* proclamation.”’ 
Washington’s proclamation was indeed worse 
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solemn treaty engagements; and she must have 
so violated them, under this proclamation, if the 
allegations be true that she was, by the treaty of 


embarrassing circumstances,’’ as is contended b 
one Senator, [Mr. Presron,] or if in that treaty 


tended by another, [Mr. Wesster.]} 


But this applies to an imminent danger | 
| * threatening the satety of the State. The case of 


| Ministers had in repeated instances pronounced | 
| Even Mr. Madison, in hes letters of ‘* Helvid- | 


that the United States had violated the guarantee | 


any time specifically demanded the performance | 
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A writer in the same paper, June 10, says: 

‘* There is not a single article in either of those 
‘ (treaties) subsisting between the United States 
‘and France, wherein it is stipulated that we 
‘shall join France in case she shall be involved 
‘in war, The clause of guarantee implies not an 
‘agreement to enter into war, but only that the 
* United States shall use their reasonable endeav- 
‘ ors to maintain the French in their possessions, "” 

Same paper: ‘* Now, sir, this same minister, 
* (Genet) told you, on his arrival, that it was not 
‘the wish of the nation he represents to involve 


| *us in the war.’’ 


‘is the light in which many have construed the | 


Mr. Jefferson, in a letter, August 16, 1793, 
says that Citizen Genet assured the President, 
assured the citizens of Philadelphia, and repeated 
this assurance, ‘* that on account of our remote 
‘situation and other circumstances, France did 
‘ not expect that we should become a party to the war, 
‘but wished to see us pursue our prosperity and 
‘ happiness in peace.’’ : 

The French Minister who negotiated the Louis- 
iana treaty confesses that France first broke the 
alliance between the two countries; and even the 
Quarterly Review says France armed against 
us, and seized immense amounts of our property, 
and was the first to violate existing treaties. And 
yet it was our violation of existing treaties that 


_ constitutes our obligation to her for the payment 


of which these claims are urged to be an offset! 
The convention of September 30, 1800, removed 


| the evils of war which then existed; and this was 


Dunlap’s Daily Advertiser, published at Phila- 


delphia, of April 29, 1793, says: 
** The (French) National Assembly, in their 
‘ letter to Monsieur Genet, if we have a true copy, 
‘appear to entertain the idea that we are not so 
| * situated as to be expected to participate in the 
‘war. The Government of France have not made 
‘any requisition of the kind that we know.”’ 


the first object of that convention on the part of 
the United States. The American negotiators 
wished indemnity for all spoliations that took place 
prior to the several acts of Congress which au- 
thorized the capture and condemnation of French 
ships and property on the high seas, and which 
declared all existing treaties between the two 
countries to be at an end; and they made a dis- 
tinction between the claims originating before, 
and those arising after, the act of Congress nulli- 
fying the treaties with France; but the French 
envoys would consent to no distinction. 

The first project of a treaty exhibited by the 
American envoys proposed that ‘‘ full agg com- 
plete compensation’’ should be made for captures 
on both sides. Now, if the American Govern- 


, ment is bound to make compensation to Amer- 


icans because France was bound, and she stands 
in the place of France, on account of the alleged 
offset,is notthe American Government also bound 
likewise to make restitution to Frenchmen for its 
own captures? The Senate report of May 24, 
1828, a that eighty-four French ships were 
captured by the Americans, of which sixty-eight 
(valued at $600,000) were condemned—one half 
to the captors, the other to the United States. 
Was this property ever restored to France? If 
not, will it not be the duty of France to claim it, 
and our duty to pay it, after this Government 
shall have stood in her place to make restitution 
for the property she has taken from American 
citizens under like circumstances? 

It is said our Government appropriated these 


| claims to its own use, by making them the “* val- 


se || uable consideration’’ for which it obtained a re- 
' than anything charged at the time by its enemies, | 


if it could be supposed that it placed the United | 
| States in the plight of having violated her most | 


lease from the obligations incurred by the early 
treaties with France; but it is evident, from the 
fact that the treaty was fully ratified on the part of 


| France, without a discharge of the claims, that the 


French Government placed no value whatever on the 


‘nominal obligations of the American Government, 


September 30, 1800, ** extricated from the most || 


we received that ** valuable consideration”’ in full || 
relicf from ‘‘ onerous stipulations,’’ as is con- || 


contained in those ancient treaties. 

Considering that the United States violated no 
obligation to France, and that, if there was any 
violation, it was on the part of France, who first 
broke the alliance, where will the principle lead, 
if the American Government now makes restitu- 
tion for the remaining claims on France, that 
were not provided for in the convention of 1800, 
and secured to be paid in the convention of 1903? 
If, by consenting no further to urge that poruion 
of the claims which the French Government would 
never have allowed, this Government has become 
responsible itself for the claims—if, to purchase 
peace, and secure other cleims to the amount of 





so 


oh 


Sr ee eens tee 


atta 
eK 


‘pam ioe 







a 


Pree <BR Re amy 


pe POD MS 


ere. g 
Ee ge wey 


<<" 


owe 
: 


ivy 
: 


aru ew 
yet 


ape 


PP hi! 
Tae 


oa 


re 


Pr pe teow nae aries» 
sa myer vy 
Meee Ee 


o 


La 


ei eS 


ite 


. SO meatal. eB ow 

ih 2, a Be 
MDS 2% 
aes 


Ch DD, 


“0 


66 FECigy TP 


twenty millions of francs, the United States, as 
for this *‘ valuable consideration,’’ became re- 
spousibic—so is it clearly and equally responsi- 
ble, hereafter, to make restitution for the thou- 
sand ships and tnillions of property seized by 
Great Britain, wader her orders in council, prior 
to the declaration of war by Congress, in 1812. | 
Up to the last moment of the negotiation with 
Great Britain, tie American commissioners con- 
tinued to insist ona restitution for those seizures. 
To obtain peace, however, I find they did give 
this up. Niles’s Register of February 18, 1515, 
preseuts, as taken from an English newspaper, 
the following, as one of the terms of peace: 
‘‘The Americans have waived any stipulation 
‘on the subject of maritime rights, as well as re- 
‘ specting compensation for captures under the orders | 
‘in council, or on any other account.”’ 





The British Government, however, did agree |, 
to make compensation for slaves, and other prop- |! 


erty seized on the land. It also recognized the | 
treaty of peace of 1783, so far as related to pos- | 
sessions and boundary, with a single exception; | 
and with equal truth might it be urged that the | 
treaty of peace of 1783 existed and was in force 

while war existed with Great Britain, as now ut 

is urged that the treaties of alliance and com- 

merce between France and the United States 

existed, and were in force during the negotiation | 
of the French convention of September 30, | 
1800, 

‘* Compensation for captures under the orders | 
in council, or any other accourt,’’ was waived | 
by the American commissioners at the treaty of 
Ghent. Here is even a stronger case than is pre- | 
sented in the treaty of September 30, 1800; for | 
the American negotiators agreed at once to yield 
the miilions of * valid claims’? to indemnity, 
“arising out of illegal captures, detentions, for- | 
cible seizures, illegal condemnations, and confis- 
cations, made or committed’? by Great Britain in 
time of peace, for the ** valuable consideration’? | 


of peace, which saved millions of blood and treas- || 


ure to the country. Here is a ** set-off’’ to Amer- | 
ican claims quike as completc, and much more 
direct, than the set-off in the French convention; | 
and why not at once make provision for the pay- | 
ment of all claims for British spoliations, as well 
as of all French claims, direct from our own 
Treasury? Of these British, as well as of the 


French claims, almostevery Senator may say that || 


‘*a portion of my constituents—some of them | 
widowgand children and grandchildren—are in- 
terested.’’ Are these claims not, indeed, ‘ irre- 
sistibie?’’ 

Bat an honorable Senator [Mr. Snepiey} 
says, the United States once offered to pay five 
millions of francs to be released from the obliga- | 
tions of the ancient treaties—and that France once 
proposed to receive ten millions of franes for a 
part, and thirteen millions for the whole, violation | 
of plighted faith. It is easy to conceive how these | 
offers might be made on either hand, although | 
neither party should consider its claim as of real 
value, It amounts to nothing more nor less than 
this: The United States were willing to allow five 
millions of francs (less than a million of dollars) 
if France would consent toa restitution of all cap- 
tures, seizures, and spoliations, on both hands; | 
and by such an arrangement no doubt we should | 
have been great gainers. France was willing to | 
negotiate in a similar manner if the sum of nomi- | 
nal damage for alleged infraction of the ancient 
treaties might be raised so much as to bring her | 
not greatly in our debt. As the parties could not | 
be brought to agree, it was quite natural that the | 
basis of actual war should be taken as the ultimate | 
ground of negotiation, and bona fide captures | 
(excepting public armed ships) were suffered to 
remain in the hands of the captors. For such 
captures the bill provides restitution from our | 
own Treasury. ‘The principle that would allow | 
them would allow restitution from our Treasury 
for any and every capture made in any maritime | 
war that ever was waged. 

The Senator from Maine says: * France offered | 
to submit all claims,’’ including her extraordi- 
nary claim for damages under the ancient treaties, 
**to a commission,’’ and to abide by the award 
of that commission; but that the United States | 
refused. This was perfectly natural, if the com. | 
missiouvers for the United States believed, as was 
the fact, that the French cleim for damages was | 
a mere finesse. They did as all prudent men !: 





| Louisiana treaty, but are entirely unlike those 


_ bear even a distant analogy to the claims under 


|| illegal and unjust seizures and condemnations by 


niles 
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| would do, when they declined to leave that claim | and spoliations 
| to be estimated and decided on by persons who |! specified in the treaty of September 30, 1800 


might be interested against them, and who might |! 
place them under real obligationsto pay for what 
was re ally no consideration at all. 

It is said that **claims precisely cireumstanced 
‘like these, have been pressed upon France until 
‘she has consented to pay us twenty-five millions 
of francs.’’ The circumstances of the two cases, 
as was shown by the Senator from Missouri, 
{[Mr. Benron,] are so different that in no two 
features are they alike. The claims specified 
under the four different heads of the treaty nego- 
tiated by Mr. Rives in 1831, bears a very near | 
analogy to those which were provided for in the 


‘ 


which were declared to be desperate by the nego- ‘| 
tiators of the treaty of September 30, 1800. 
There is nothing in the fact that should favor | 
these claims, if it be true, as is alleged, that the 
board of commissioners under the last treaty | 
with France has determined that this class of || 
claims cannot come in under that treaty. The || 
objects of restitution under that treaty are par- 
ticularly specified under four different heads; 
and neither of those heads embraces claims that | 


consideration. 

The zeal with which our Government has, at 
all times, advocated the claims of its citizens, is 
in this instance urged as proof that the Govern- 
ment, admitting their justice, is responsible for 
their discharge. The Quarterly Review says: 
‘*As long as they were to be paid by France, no 
doubt was entertained of their validity.”” And 
again: ** In performance of this duty, (to procure 
‘redress for injuries done to our citizens,) the 
‘Government of the United States invited its | 
‘citizens to confide their claims to its manage- | 
‘ment, and undertook to do everything in its 
‘ power to obtain satisfaction.’”? So the Govern- | 
ment of the United States, to the last end of the 
chapter, pressed on Nhe Government of Great 
Britain the claims for remuneration under her 





the orders in council, until, finding the prospect 
of remuneration absolutely hopeless, and finding 
peace of more value than further destruction of 
lives and property, this Government, in both 
cases, consented to waive all further claims for 
illegal seizures and condemnations. There prob- 
ably was never an instance of treaty with any 
foreign nation where this Government did not 
press the claims for individual injury to the last || 
moment. 

The admission of our negotiators that there 
was ground for pressing these claims on France, 
is taken for granted as an admission that the 
claims are now due by this Government. Such 
an inference is gratuitous and fallacious. The 
history of diplomacy, i all ages, furnishes evi- 
dence that claims and pretensions are often set up || 
to counteract other claims and pretensions, both 
of which, in the end, are yielded; and that these, 
although sometimes founded in justice, are yielded 
as an offset to those having really no foundation. 
The claim by the United States for remuneration 
of seizures and spoliauions under the treatics of 
alliance and commerce, after the United States by 
act of Congress had declared those treaties at an 
end, was likely to be met by the best pretext for 
claim the French Government could find under 
the same treaties. As neither of the claims was 
perhaps tenable, under the practice of nations, to 
make no restitution where a state of war—call it, 
if you please, a ‘* quasi-war’’—had existed, so 
beth nations at length were willing each to with- | 
draw its respective pretensions under treatics 
which had been broken and declared to be void, 
and to offset each against the other all the cap- 
tures and condemnations that had occurred during 
the existing differences. And both nations did 
well for their citizens to make peace even on these || 
terms; neither laid itself liable, by consenting to | 
waive the further pressing of individual claims, 
for the payment of such claims. Negotiation and 
war could not reclaim them; and the nation was 
not bouad further to compromit the welfare of its 
citizens by continuing a belligerent attitude on 
account of these claims. 

Mr. President, my propositions are— 

1. ‘That a state of war between France and the | 
United States effectually put an end to all obliga- || 
tion by France to make restitution for captares | 





| to make so clear and apparent. 
| | have been disappointed. 


| no war did exist. 


December 23, 








beyond what they particularly 


2. That the United States, after pressing France 


| for a restitution of those claims, so long as they 


could do it without a sacrifice of other paramount 
public and private interests, assumed no respons- 
ibility for their payment by consenting to press 
those peculiar claims no further. ; 

3. That if the fact of the existence of war and 
the abrogation of prior treaties shall be deniéd, 
still, the United States, having first violated yo 
previous treaty, were under no obligation to 


| France, and owed her nothing for such infrac- 


tion, 
4. That as the United States owed nothing to 


| France, so the claimants are entitled to no com- 


pensation from the United States for any alleged 
claims on France. 

Mr. President, I listened with close attention to 
the argument of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
SuHepcey,] in favor of these claims. From the 


| logical mind of that gentleman, I had anticipated 
| much stronger reasons for passing the bill than 


he did present; from his known aptitude for 


| thorough investigation, I had anticipated an array 


of facts giving color at least to the strong and 
positive statements which he had before promised 
In his argument 


Because the Government of the United States 
—(when we say Government we mean not all 
branches of the Government, but only the Exec- 
utive or its agents)—because the agents of this 
Government.expressed a willingness and a wish 
to negotiate on the basis of the ancient treaties, 
and as if no war had existed, the Senator infers 
He quotes the French Minis- 
ters who negotiated the treaty of 1800, as saying 
that ** the treaties have not been broken—that there 
‘has only been a misunderstanding’’—-that * they 
‘never thought of making war, nor of creating 
‘commotions’’ in the United States; and this he 


| considers positive and conclusive proof that war 
| had notexisted, and that the treaties had not been 


broken. But did the Senator recollect that, in start- 
ing with his argument, he first labored to show that the 
French nation at the very commencement had vio- 
lated the treaties by ordering the seizure and arrest of 
neutral ships, and the ships of the United States with 


| the rest? 


‘¢ The treaties have not been broken.’’ Will 
the Senator take this ground to make the claims 
binding on the United States? Has it not been 
shown that the treaties were broken? The gen- 
tleman himself had first to insist that France 
broke the treaty when she first directed the seiz- 
ure of the neugral property: Barbe Marbois says 


| France first broke the alliance: the very book of 

_ documents compiled to prove these claims opens 
|, with complaints, that France had been the first 
| to violate her treaty engagements, 


The gentleman says the state of things that ex- 
isted was not war; that neither nation set up that 
there was war; that France has never plead war 
as a release from these claims; that the annulling 
of treaties amounted only to cause of war. If 


_ both the American and French authorities at any 


time chose to negotiate on the basis of status quo 
ante bellum, or even to infer that a general capture 
of property and hard fighting on both sides was 
not war, the same authorities will rise in contra- 
diction of this position. Messrs. Ellsworth, 
Davie, and Murray, in their Journal of Septem- 
ber 12, 1800, expressly say that the president of 
the French commission declared (and the other 
two commissioners united with him inthe declar- 
ation) that he would sooner resign than sign a 
treaty with indemnities; that any impartial tri- 


'bunal would declare the present state of things 


to be war, and that being a state of war, no in- 
demnities could be claimed. 

The same American commissioners themselves, 
in so many words, declare that there was war; 
they say the treaties have undergone the nullify- 
ing operation that war imposes; that “* doubtless 
‘the congressional act authorizing the reduction 
‘of French cruisers by force was an authorization 


| * of war, limited indeed in its extent, but not in its 

|‘ nature;’’and that ** clearly also, their subsequent 
|| Saet, that the treaties had ceased to be obligatory, 

‘however proper it might be for the removal of 
| * doubts, was but declaratory of the state of things; 


‘and certainly,’’? they say—mark the expres- 
sion !—** it was only from an exercise of the con- 
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stitutional prerogative of declaring war that either of | 


them derived validily.”’ 

Oliver Wolcott, Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in | 
his report to Congress, January 23, 1800, after 
the consular government had directed a relaxa- 
tion of the war operations, inferred a state of war 
to exist, as will be seen by the following extracts: 

‘¢ That all exports to France or her dependen- 
‘cies were prohibited after the Ist day of July, 
$1798, (by law of Congress.) en 

*‘ Vessels have been carried to the vicinity of 
‘ French ports, where, as it is believed, they have 
‘been captured by French privateers, In conse- 

quence of preconcerted arrangements. Other 
vessels have entered French ports on pretense 
of distress. Although the vessels have, in many 
instances, been liberated, yet the cargoes have | 
‘been detained by order of Government.”’ 
The Secretary continues: ‘* The plea of forci- 
ble exchange cannot be admitted without permit- | 
‘ting the French Government virtually to repeal 
‘our laws by means of their own internal regu- 
‘lations; and if the United States refuse to sub- 
‘mit to an insidious policy, and some of our 
citizens suffer losses, it is against the French 
and not the American Government that their 
‘complaints ought to be directed.”’ 

I repeat, sir, if these claims had not been inter- 
posed, a state of war would never have been 
doubted; and it will be seen that the whole 
French commission repudiated the idea that the 
‘* state of things’”’ was anything else than war. 

It was entirely unnecessary that the Senator so 
long dwelt on the proofs that the property for 
which restitutionis claimed was illegally seized. 
The illegal seizure is not doubted; and while he 
would urge this as a reason why the American | 
Government should stand in the place of France | 
to make restitution, we urge it as one of the proofs | 
that the United States are exonerated from this resti- 
tution; for if by these seizures France first broke 
the treaties, nothing was due from the United | 
States, even if it should be admitted that we after- 
wards vidlatéd those treaties, as it cannot be con- | 
tended that one party was bound to a rigid | 
adherence to the treaties after the other party had | 
repeatedly violated them, and persisted in her 
determination to continue their violation. 

The Senator says, the United States in repeated | 
instances acknowledged the goodness of these 
claims; that the negotiators on some occasions 
urged them on France as good and valid; and the 
Secretary of State declared that the captures were | 
made ‘in direct violation of the treaties.’ In- 
structions were also given making it an * indis- 
pensable condition”’ that all captures shall be in- 


demnified. The fact, that when the whole treaty- || 


making power (not the negotiators alone, but the 
President and Senate) was brought to act, indem- 
nification was not * an indispensable condition,”’ 
is better proof that the Government did not, than 
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as I trust, that France never asked of the United 


| States the performance of this guarantee, which 


would at once have thrown us into collision with 
England. It was for the interest of France itself 
that the United States should maintain a neutral 


| position after she had declared war against Eng- 


land; and if it had not been her interest, the guar- 
antee was binding on us only while France was 
engaged in a defensive, not an offensive, war. 
In any event, she could not complain until she 
had at least made a formal request. Even had 


| France requested, the reasoning of General Ham- 
ilton, and his quotation from Vattel, most con- 
|clusively demonstrate that, if the United States 


had promised succors to France by treaty, if the 


| furnishing those succors would expose it to an 


evident danger, this danger is a lawful dispensa- 
tion from the obligation. 

The lengthy correspondence that took place 
between different envoys and agenfs, from 1793 
to 1800,as well under the ever-changing adminis- 


trations of the French directory, as under the 


consular rule of Bonaparte, is full of evidence 
that neither the guarantee in the treaty of alliance, 
nor the obligations of the treaties of commerce, 
were at any time insisted on by France. Then 


| Messrs. Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry, in a 


directory ‘* wanted a loan ”’ 


| He says he is induced to enter the service by | 
‘* their disregard of solemn treaties and the laws of || 


‘alliance and commerce of 1778. 


| an 


did consider this a debt good and of valuable | 


consideration on their part. 

But the Senator says, ‘* France was willing to 
indemnify, provided we would acknowledge the 
treaties to be still in existence’’—that she said 
‘*the parties on both sides ought to be compen- 
sated.’’ Has France, since she threw up indie 
nities on both sides, ever made restitution to her 
citizens for the property which was captured and | 
condemned by the Americans? Not a dollar! 
France, it is true, was willing to allow an indem- 
nity, provided we would allow her a greater in- 
demnity, or give her achance to obtain one. She | 
was willing to revive ancient treaties thathad been | 
declared null and void on both sides, if she could , 
make a better bargain in the one case than she | 
could in theother. But France, in the end, great 
as was the amount of her claim, was willing to 
make it a drawn game. | 

The gist of the whole matter is, ‘* the consid- 
eration,’’ ** the valuable considcration’’ received 
by the United States, for which we are bound to 
pay. these claims. 
_ Theastute advocate of the claims in the Amer- | 
ican Quarterly Review had suid the claims of 
France on the United States ‘* were indefinite, | 
‘and from their nature, incapable of exact calcu- 
‘lation; but they were not on that account less 
‘real, or less entitled to attention.” 


I had hoped the Senator from Maine would be | 


more definite. The violation of the guarantee in | 


the treaty of alliance is set up as giving France | 
her principal claim on us. 


I have shown you, | 





letter to the Secretary of State, assign, as the 
principal ground of complaint, that the French 
from the United 
States, which they had no authority to grant; 
and added, ‘ the directory felt itself wounded by 
the different speeches of Mr. Washington and 
Mr. Adams.”’ 

General Washington, accepting the command 
in chief of the armies of the United States in 1798, 
at the time of the rupture or war with France, 
distinctly alleses the unfounded pretensions of 
the French directory as his principal reason for 
@®nce again standing in the service of the country. 


nations,’’ and that ** their demands on us amount 
to tribute.”’ 

The Senator has undertaken to show what were 
the claims of France on the United States, con- 
stituting the obligation of the United States to 
the present claimants. If I understood him right, 
they consisted @htirely in the value of our obli- 
gations to France, under the several treaties of 
He says the 
mutual guarantee of one of the treaties, that one 


party should protect the other in trade with its || 
own enemy, was a valuable property to France, || 
|| inasmuch as it would have secured her a trade of 


incalculable amount. 
To confront his exposition of these obligations, 


and even the allegation that the United States at || 
time violated the treaties, the volumes of || 
ished diplomatic papers furnish abundant | 


cand 


testimony. You can scarcely open the books 

without falling upon them. One or two quotations 

to this point, at different periods, may suffice. 
General Washington, in his message to Con- 


' gress, December 5, 1793, speaking of the difficul- 


| ties with France, says: 


‘*Tn the mean time, I have respected and pur- 
‘sued the stipulations of our treaties, according 
*to what I jaleed their true sense; and have with- 
‘held noactof friendship which their (the French) 
‘affairs have called for from us, and which jus- 
‘tice to others left us free to perform.”’ 

And as covering nearly the whole ground of 
controversy, the following extract of a letter from 


the three American envoys, Messrs. Pinckney, | 


Marshall, and Gerry, to the French Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, dated February 7, 1798, will serve 


to prove that, from the beginning to nearly the 


end of the chapter, the American Government 
had no idea it was violating any obligation to 
France by the feutral position it had assumed: 
‘* America (say they) found itself at peace with 
‘all the belligerent Powers: she was connected 
‘with some of them by treaties of amity and 
‘commerce, and with France by a treaty of alli- 
‘ance also. These several treaties Were consid- 
‘ered with the most serious attention, and witha 


|, § sincere wish to determine, by fair construction, 
| * the obligations which they really imposed. 
| * result of this inquiry was a full conviction that her 

* engagements by no means bound her to take part in | 


‘ the war, but left her so far the mistress of her 


‘own conduct, as to be at perfect liberty to pur- | 


‘ sue a real system of neutrality.”’ 
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| The Senator from Maine hae not shown that 
this construction of the treaties by the eminent 
|; men then constituting the Government of the 
United States was a false construction. He must 


show this to prove that the United States were 
under any obligation to France for failing to per- 


form any treaty stipulation. Will Senators at 
this day contend that Washington's proclamation 
of the neutrality was indefensible ? 

The offer of the envoys of the United States 
to pay a specific sum to release them from the 
obligations of these treaties, | consider in no other 
hight than an offer to subtract that amount from 

the claims on France, if she would consent to al- 
low those claims. It was a diplomatic expedient 
| to evade that state of things which really existed, 
and which, if admitted to exist, precluded all 
| chance of restitution. It was a diplomatic expe- 
| dient calculated to secure something for the claims 
| on France, whereas, without it, nothing could be 
obtained. Hence we find the American envoys 
willing to give eight millions of francs, while 
they absolutely refused to leave anything to the 
uncertain decision of a board of commissioners, 
| Ifthey had considered this French pretension as 
of any real value, they would have been equally 
| willing as was France to have submitted the whole 
questions arising under the treaties to a board of 
commissioners. 
| Mr. President, of late years invention seems 
to be put to the rack in devising ways and means 
to abstract money from the public Treasury. In 
proportion to the facilities of accumulating money 
under an onerous system of duties and taxation 
have the expedients for expending and making 
away with the funds of the Government multi- 
| plied. Individual claimants are continually press- 
ing on Congress for those antiquated claims, of 
the existence of which the claimants themselves 
were not aware until they obtained the informa- 
tion from some speculator, whose whole business 
is to hunt them up from musty records, and mag- 
| nanimously offer, for a moiety of what shall be 
recovered, to do the business of obtaining them. 
Many a man in some distant section of the coun- 
| try has unexpectedly received the offer of five, or 
ten, or twenty per cent. for his chance of recov 
ering a claim in behalf of his father or grand- 
| father, for something done or suffered inthe days 
of the Revolution, or in the time of the quasi war 
with France, or at some other period of national 
| distress. Claims of this kind, although thousands 
have been paid off, are more numerous now than 
they have been atany period within the last thirty 
| years, and they will continue to multiply. Sue- 
|| cess in procuring large sums on claims which 
'| have little or no foundation, emboldens others to 
advance theirs: fraud and forgery are sometimes 
brought in to aid in abstragting the money of the 
Treasury. It is made the interest of the several 
|| States to procure each as much as possible for 
| its share of these allowances; and even members 
| of Congress, acting honestly for the local inter- 
|| ests of their constituents, become themselves in- 
|| strumental in contributing to the common abuses. 
|| Ifthe claims intended to be provided for in 
| this bill shall be allowed, the main part of them 
will go to swell the enormous wealth of a class 
of men who owe their good fortune not to their 
| patriotism, but to that cupidity which has often 
| shown itself willing to sacrifice the country’s best 
' good on the altar of avarice. Who but the under- 
writers and insurers, and those who have ven- 
tured on the ocean in pursuit of an unauthorized 
trade—who but those who have shown them- 
selves willing to sacrifice ‘ free trade and sailors’ 
| rights,’’ and to abandon their country in a great 
| contest for equal rights and justice on the ocean 
—who but these, and such as these, will be bene- 
fited by the passage of this bill? Nevertheless, 
I would pay every dollar that is justly due these 
and all other men. I cannot believe the Govern- 
|| ment owes one cent of these claims; and, there- 
| fore, I oppose the passage of the bill. 
1, When Mr. H. concluded, Mr. ROBBINS took 
| the floor and moved an adjournment, which pre- 
'| vailed. 
The Senate adjourned. 


—. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, December 23, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by — 
Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 
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Mr. BAYLIES, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island; 

Mr. JACKSON, of Connecticut; 

Messrs. ADAMS,HAZELTINE,LANSING, 
and MANN, of New York; 

Mr. PARKER, of New Jersc 


M.wsrs. SUTHERLAND and HEISTER, of 


Pennsylvania; pig 
Messrs. GORDON and MOORE, of Virginia; 
Mr. PINCKNEY, of South Carolina; 
Messrs. MARSHALL und BEATY, of Ken- 

tucky; 

Mr. DICKINSON, of Tennessee; 

Mr. KILGORE, of Ohio; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana; 

Messrs. LANE and KLINNARD, of Indiana; 

{Mr. Lane, of Indiana, presented the petition 
of the citizens of Rising Sun, in the county of 
Dearborn, praying the establishment of a post 
route from Versailles, in Ripley county, thence 
down the Valley of Lauchery 
Wau's Mill, Dillsborough, James’s Mills, Hart- 
ford, to Rising Sun, thence to Burlington, Boon 
county, Kentucky. 

And a similar petition of the citizens of Decatur 
and Rush counties, praying a mail route from 
Napoleon, in Ripley county, to Clarksburg, in 
Decatur county, thence, by way of Richland, 
New Salem, Bivens Store, Smelser’s Mills, 
in Rush county, to Louisville, in Henry county, 
Indiana. 

Mr. Kinnanp presented additional documents 
in support of the petition of James Calvin, an in- 


valid soldier of the late war; which were referred || 


te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. } 
Mr. MAY, of Illinois; 


[Mr. May presented the oe of sundry in- | 
+ 


habitants of the country of McLean, praying the 
establishment of a post route from Springfield, 
Illinois, to Chicago, in said State. ] 

Messrs. McKINLEY and MURPHY, of Ala- 
bama; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland; 

Which memorials and amendments were ap- 
propriately referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union: 


A bill making appropriations for the support of | 


the Army for the year 1835; and 


A bill making me sg yriations for the current | 
expenses of the Indian Department, for the year | 


1835. 


Mr. POLK, from the same committee, report- 


ed the following resolution; which was agreed 
t 


of providing by law for aclerk to be re in 
the office of superintendent of Indian Affairs at 
St. Louis. 


Mr. WATMOUGH, from the Committee on 


Naval Affairs, reported a bill explanatory of the || bell, 
act of 20th June, 1834, making certain allowances, | 


and granting arrearages to officers of the United 


States corps of marines; which was read twice |; Uy ; : 
| Phillips, Pickens, Pierson, Pinckney, Spangler, 


and committed. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac 
Wellborne, j 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, reported a 
bill supplementary to the act of last session, 


rranting preémption rights in certain cases to the || C 
: ya F n | structed to lay before this House a report of the 
|| progress of different works of internal improve- 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, from the Committee of | 
Ways and Means, reported an amendment to the | 


settlers on the public lands; which was read twice 
and committed. 


bill to exempt merchandise imported under cer- 

tain circumstances from the operation of the act 

of 19th May, 1828; which was ordered to be 
rinted, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to re- 
vive and continue in force an act to provide for 
persons who were disabled by known wounds 
received during the war of the Revolution; which 
was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed. 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the select committee 


reck, by way of 


0: 

Resolved, That the | on Indian Af.- | 

fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 

n || Houten, Wagener, Wardwell, Watmough, Web- 

| ster, Whallon, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, 
| and Young —150. 


r., and William Wellborne; which | 
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lowing joint resolution; which was read twice, || support of lighthouses, including all incidental 
| and ordered to be engrossed. 


[See Senate pro- 


me 
Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported the following resolution; 
which lies over one day for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be direct- 
ed to lay before this House a report of the expend- 
iture hitherto made in the improvement of the 
Cumberland river, and the effect thereof, with any 


information in his possession as to the extent to | 
which such improvement can be carried up the | 


said river, and at what cost. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. BEATY, on leave, submitted a joint res- 
olution for an adjournment of the two Houses 
from the 23d to the 29th instant. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to amend the mo- 
tion by substituting the 24th instant for the 23d. 

Mr. POLK said, that the motion was unpre- 
cedented. He was not aware of a single instance 
in which a similar proposition had been adopted, 
and he saw no particular reason for departing 
from the usage of the House in this instance. 
He, therefore, moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table. . 


Mr. WARDWELL demanded the yeas and 


nays on the motion to lay the subject on the table; | 


which were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
Adams, Heman Allen, John J. Allen, Chilton 
Allan, William Allen, Ashley, Banks, Barringer, 
Baylies, Bean, Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, Brown, 
Bull, Burges, Burns, Bynum, Cage, Cambreleng, 
Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chambers, Chaney, 
Chilton, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clow- 
ney, Coffee, Coulter, Crockett, Darlington, Amos 
Davis, Davenport, Day, Denny, Dickson, Dick- 
erson, Dickinson, Dunlap, Fillmore, Forester 
Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, 
Galbraith, Gamble, Gholson, Gillet, Gordon, 
Graham, Grennell, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Thomas 


H. Hall, Halsey, Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, | 


Harrison, Hathaway, Hazeltine, Henderson, 


Heister, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Eben- |! 


ezer Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. John- 
son, Noadiah Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kav- 
anagh, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lay, Luke Lea, 


| Thomas Lee, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Loyall, 
Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel. K. | 


Mann, Marshall, Mardis, Moses Mason, May, 
McCarty, McComas, McIntire, McKay, Mc- 
Kennan, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, 
Mercer, Miller, Miner, Robert Mitchell, Moore, 
Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Parker, Dutee 


| J. Pearce, Franklin Pierce, Polk, Potts, Ramsay, 


Reed, Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Schenck, 
Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, Slade, Sloane, 
Smith, Stewart, Wiiliam Taylor, Francis Thom- 
as, Philemon Thomas, Thomson, Tompkins, 
Trambuil, Turner, Tweedy, Vanderpoel, Van 


NAYS—Messrs. Bates, Beale, Beaty, Camp- 
William Clark, Clayton, Corwin, Crane, 

vans, Gorham, Heath, William Jackson, Wil- 
liam C, Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry John- 
son, Lansing, Manning, Martindale, Milligan, 


Vance, Vinton, and Frederick Whittlesey—28. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 
The following resolutions, submitted yester- 


|| day, were considered and agreed to: 


By Mr. BYNUM: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 


ments now carried on by the General Govern- 


/ment in the State of North Carolina, and the 
/amount of appropriations expended in the pros- 
ecution of the same. 


By Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky: 
Resolved, That the ees of the Treasury 
be instructed to report to this House a statement 


| of the disbursements and appropriations made | 
| since the 9th of April, 1832, under the following | 
| heads, viz: Fortifications, light-houses, public 
debt, revolutionary and other pensions, internal 

| improvements, including the piers and break- 
|| waters, preservation of ports and harbors, remov- 


apppointed for that purpose, reported the fol- ‘| ing obstructions in rivers and creeks, and the 
- 
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expenses, showing, as far as practicable, the 
amount disbursed in each year, and in each State, 
and in each Territory. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary blend the 
report hereby required to be made with the re- 
ports from his Department to this House, dated 
on the 31st December, 1829, and April 9, 1832, so 
as to exhibit at one view the expenses of the 
Government from its commencement to the time 
under the heads designated. : 

By Mr. SLOANE: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to transmit to this House an estimate 
of the expense of erecting a beacon light at the 
mouth of the Black river, in the State of Ohio, 
and any report that accompanied said statement. 


Mr. HUBBARD offered the following resolu- 


| tion; which, under the rule, lies on the table one 


day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
| be directed to communicate to this House copies 
of any correspondence which has taken place be- 


tween himself or any of his predecessors in office 


| since 1834, as far as practicable, with any of the 


officers of the Bank of the United States, or of 
any of its branches, which may have any relation 
to the claim of the United States against the Bank 


_ of Columbia, and to communicate his opinion as 
| to the probability of collecting the balance, or any 


part thereof, now due from the Bank of Columbia 
to the United States. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, offered the 
een resolution; which lies on the table one 
ay: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 


| States be requested tocommunicate to this House 


such information as he may have, and which in 
his opinion may be proper to be communicated, 


_and not incompatible with the public interest, 


showing the steps which have been taken, and the 
progress which has been made, in effecting an 
adjustment and satisfaction of the claims of Amer- 
ican citizens upon the Mexican Government. 


Mr. LINCOLN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to lay before this House (if, in 
his opinion, itis notincompatible with the public 
interest) any communications which may have 
been had between the Government of the United 
States and that of Great Britain, since the rejec- 
tion by the former of the advisory opinion of the 
King of the Netherlands, in reference to the estab- 
lishmentand final settlement of the northeastern 
boundary of the United States, heretofore in con- 
troversy between the two Governments. 

And that he also be requested to communicate 
any information he may possess of the exercise 
of practical jurisdiction by the authorities of the 
British Province of New Brunswick over the dis- 
puted territory within the limits of the State of 
Maine, according to the true line of boundary as 
claimed by the United States, and especially upon 
that part of the territory which has been incor- 
porated by the government of Maine into the 
town of Madawaska; together with such repree 
sentations and correspondence (if any) as have 
been had by the Executive of that State with the 
Government of the United States on the subject. 


On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval A ffairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing an ordnance department for the naval 
service. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post route from 
Knottsville, Monongahela county, Virginia, to 
Kingwood, in Preston county, Virginia, and from 
Brandon to Smithfield, in Pennsylvania. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 


fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire-into 


the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Ashville, in North Carolina, by Ednysville and 
Mill’s Gap, to Spartansburg Court-House, in 


| South Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. CHILTON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
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fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a post office at the 
W hite Sulphur Springs, in Grayson county, Ken- 
tucky; and that said committee further inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post raute 
from Brandonburg, in Mead county, to Litch- 
field, in Grayson county, by way of the post office 
at Big Spring. 

On motion of Mr. CRANE, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
frota Dayton, in Montgomery county, Ohio, 
through Germantown and Jacksonburg, to Ox- 
ford, in Butler county, Ohio. 


On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, || 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce |! 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing a salary and office rent for the surveyor 
on Port Ponchartrain, in the State of Louisiana. 


On motion of Mr. LANE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- | 
fairs be instrueted to inquire into the expediency 
of providing by law for the education, at the / . lOUGH I 
Military Academy, of the junior midshipmen | which existed in his mind to the amendment. He 
now in service, and of such as may be hereafter || repeated the ideas he had previously advanced, 


appointed; the whole number of students not || that it was highly important to offer inducements 
to exceed the number of cadets allowed by the || for these officers to remain at sea, rather than on | 
existing laws. || shore; and hence the difference in the compensa- | 
On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was |} tion in those situations. He was willing to allow 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce || them $750 when on board a frigate, and $600 | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of while on board a sloop, brig, or schooner, or 
establishing a port of entry at Alton, in the State 
of Illinois. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, of Alabama, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
reporting a bill to relieve William Walker, of 
Jackson county, Alabama, from the conse- | 
quences of a mistake in the entry of a tract of 
land in that county. 


On motion of Mr. DAVENPORT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from | 
Weldon, North Carolina, via Boydton, Charlotte | 
Court House, and Brookneal, to Green Hill, in 
the county of Campbell, Virginia. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was | 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 
be,instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
providing by law for a new judicial district in 
the Territory of Florida, the judge of said ‘district | 
to reside at Appalachiola. 


On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
making compensation to the society of Mora- | 
vians for the expenses incurred at their mission- 
ary establishments within the limits of the Cher- 
okee tribe of Indians. 


| 
On motion of Mr. KAVANAGH, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
making an appropriation for placing buoys in | 
Damariscotta river, in the State of Maine. 
On motion of Mr. BEAN, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
of placing the name of John Kaime, of New | 
Hampshire, on the list of invalid pensions. 
On motion of Mr. READ, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inguee into the expediency of 


discontinuing one of the light-houses in Chatham, | 
Massachusetts. 


| 
| 
RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. | 


Mr. FOSTER asked the House to take up and 
consider the resolution submitted by him some 
days since, calling on the President of the United 
States for information connected with our rela- 
tions with France; but, at the suggestion of Mr. 
Wayne, the motion to consider was withdrawn. 


EXPENDITURES ON PUBLIC GROUNDS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 


the improvement of the public grounds; which, 
on motion of Mr. Jarvis, was laid on the table, 


| 
and directed to be printed. 





OATHS BY REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


The bill authorizing the registers and receivers | 
of the public land offices to administer oathgeon- | 
nected with the entry and sale of the public lands, 
was read a third time, and passed. 


PAY OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS. 


The House then resolved itself into the Commit- | 
tee of the Whoie on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Bricés in the chair,) on the bill to equalize and | 
regulate the pay of the officers of the Army and | 
Navy of the United States, and the amendments 
thereunto proposed by Mr. Warmoveu,as chair- 
man of the select committee, and Mr. Wise, a 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The discussion was resumed on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Wise, to increase the compensa- 
tion of boatswains, gunners, carpenters, and sail- 
makers, and adding the office of armorers to the 
list, allowing cach $700 while waiting orders, and 
$800 while on duty. 

Mr. WATMOUGH briefly stated the objections 





sistently go. 

Mr. WISE declined to accept this proposition, 
and stated the reasons which urged him to doso. 
These men, holding these very responsible sta- 
tions, he was wellinformed could not live on shore | 
with the compensation proposed for them. It 
was not to avoid duty at sea, that these men de- 
sired a fair compensation while they were casu- | 
ally at home with their families. They merely 
ask that they may live. He was well assured 
that the present inadequate pay brought only 
such as, from their habits and abilities, were un- 
worthy of the station—who required a thorough 
purgation before they were competent to the per- 
formance of their important dutics. The pay of 
these men, he contended, bore no fair comparison 


tion with their duties. 

Mr. REED said these men could have no leave 
of absence, inasmuch as there was only one of 
each of them attached toa vessel. He did not 
deem it important to include the office of armorer 
in the amendment. 

Mr. WISE replied, contending that a ship was 
not properly manned without an armorer, and 
one, too, more competent than a common black- 
smith—one, probably, whose services could not 
be procured for a less sum than twenty-five cents 

er hour. Such was the information which he 
fad been enabled to collect from authentic sources 
in relation to this office. 

Mr. WATMOUGH again explained, and urged 
some further objections to the amendment. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND asked the privilege of 
saying one word in favor of these men.- He com- 

lained that his former remarks upon this subject 
nad been misunderstood or misrepresented. He 
|| only asked the committee to allow these officers 
|| a proper compensation while they were at home. 
| His argument was, that while they were at home 
| 


na SS 


with their families, they should be taken care of, 
and not, as proposed by this unequal reduction 
|| of their wages on shere, be hurried off again to 
sea as soon almost as their feet have touched | 
the shore. He spoke particularly of boatswains, 

and the importance of their services. He would | 
not make these men exiles from their homes, 
their wives, and children, under the penalty of 
having their pay reduced to the inadequate sum 
of $360 per annum. These men possessed the 
same natural affections—the same strong feel- | 
ings for their families, that others did. The 
carpenter (he added) was a very important man 
on rd, and he dwelt on the onerous nature of | 
his duties. He said he was aware that his col- | 
league [Mr. Watmoven] came from a district | 
from the Commissioner of the Public Buildings, || where these real working men—the bone.and sin- 
in obedience to the act of the 3d March, 1859 ews of war—were numerous. The committee, 
containing an account of the expenditures upon || of which that gentleman was chairman, was con- 





} 
| 
' 
i 
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stituted toequalize the pay of officers. He wished 
to see, at least, an equalization of the pay of those 
serving on board the same ship. After some 
further observations, Mr. S. céncluded with the 
remark, that all the experienced individuals with 
whom he had consulted joined him in the views 
he had taken on this important point, of giving 
to these officers a more adequate compensation 
while on shore—while in the bosom of their fami- 
lies—a blessing which they so seldom enjoyed. 

Mr. BATES said he conceived this question 
to be a mere matter of fact, and not a subject for 
oratorical flourishes. He asked if the amend- 
ment embraced the views of the officers of the 
Navy? for by their judgment and discretion his 
own would be, in a great measure, controlled, 

Mr. WISE replied, in effect, that it did. 

Mr. BURGES wished this subject could be 
discussed without so much ardor. He thought 
the return of these officers to their families once 
in two or three years should be satisfactory to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Surier- 
LAND.] However that might be, he believed the 
laborer worthy of his hire. He was attached to 
that class of our fellow-citizens, and he hoped he 
never should forget the sympathy which he had 
ever felt and professed for the working classes. 
But it seemed that all at once this class were sup- 
posed to possess extraordinary merit. They 
were even put in advance of your admirals and 
your generals. Mr. B. contended that the com- 
pensation contained in the bill was amply suffi- 
cient, and that it was more than some of the 


° | individuals referred to could get if following their 
| while acting on shore. Further he could not con- |) 


occupations out of the public service. He was 


willing to encourage bravery, but was not in 


favor of paying to these men a sum so greatly 
He 
went at length into particulars connected with 
the pay, duties, &c., of the various individuals 
engaged in the naval service. 

Mr. REED, of Massachusetts, referred to the 
report of the Secretary of the Navy on this sub- 
ject, to show that the bill went as he AS Was rec- 
ommended by the Department on the particular 
subject of the amendment. He made no preten- 
sions of exclusive friendship for the working men 


in the community or the Navy; he was willing to 


do justice to all. The persons embraced in this 
amendment were seldom absent on leave. It was 


| almost impossible to do without them on board 
with that of other officers of the Navy, in propor- || 


ship, particularly a ship of the largest class. Ref- 
erence had been made to the pay of seamen. He 
was in favor of giving that class of the service 
the most ample compensation. He should have 
moved an amendment to that effect if he had not 


| believed that it was not strictly proper to embrace 


seamen in the present bill. 

Mr. FERRIS observed that he did not wish to 
trespass on the patience of the House, or unne- 
cessarily to prolong this exciting debate; but he 
claimed the indulgence of the House while he 
should endeavor to answer an argument adduced 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island, and deliv- 
ered with so much ingenuity, ability, and elo- 
quence, as to make an impression against the 
proposed amendment. The gentleman triumph- 
antly asks, why a mechanic attached to the 
national service should be allowed more wages 
than a mechanic of the same grade could earn on 
shore? It appeared to Mr. F. there were obvious 
reasons why there should be a greater allowance. 
The mechanic on shore had many advantages 
over those in the servicé. They had the enjoy- 
mentof the domestic fireside and the social circle— 
the advantages of forming connections in society, 
and, if he possessed talents and enterprise. he 


might, by economy, lay up a smal! capital, and, 


with the assistance of friends, establish himself 
in business, become a master mechanic, and a 
man of fortune. Many of our most substantial 
citizens have risen in this way, who look back 
| with satisfaction upon their enterprise, industry, 
and economy, which have led them fron: small 
beginnings to comfort and affluence. The me- 
chanic attached to the service is deprived of all 
these advantages. His sole dependence is on the 
provision his country has made him, and, fiom 
the allowance proposed, he could lay up but a 
small pmtance for that period when age and 
infirmity shall render him unfit for s-rv.ce, and 
'when he shail be compelled to linger out the 
remnant of his days in comparative penury and 
want without a clicering hope to animat: him— 


helt reenepninensntbcenibapace 
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that when he shall be called to that ** bourn from 
whence no traveler returns,’’ his wife and little 
ones would be left with the moderate means of 
living. ‘There is another obvious reason why 
there should be a difference. ‘The mechanic on 
shore enjoys, after the toils of the day, the com- 
forts of his family and fireside, while he at sea 
encounters the perils of sea and battle, sustain- 
ing the flag and the righis of his country. 

Me. F. would call the attention of the House 
to one observation applicable to the general pro- 
visions of this bill. The oflicers of all grades, 
and the men, when on shore, are obliged to live 
on the Atlantic border, in the large cities, where 
house rent, fuel, and all necessary expenses for 


the support of a family, including the education | 


of children, are extravagantly high when com- 

ared to the expenses of living in the fruitful 

Vest. If gentlemen would make a calculation 
of the necessary expenses to be deducted for the 
allowances ao by this bill and by this amend- 
ment, they would find that but a small sum could 
be saved by the most rigid economy, as a pro- 
vision for their families in case of death, or for 
coming age and infirmities. Ele should not de- 


tain the House by declaiming on the gallant | 
deeds of the Navy, or the imperishable glory it | 


had shed on the country; but he felt it his duty 


| Then the country would know, with certainty, | 
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what was paid. Mr. G, said he hoped to have | 
an opportunity in the House of fully explaining 
his views on this subject, in which he hoped to 
have the concurrence of this House. 

After a few additional remarks by Mr. WAT- | 
MO@GH, the amendment proposed by Mr. GIL- | 
LET was negatived. 

Mr. GRENNELL moved to amend the bill by | 
increasing the compensation proposed to be given | 
to the first clerk to a commandant of a navy- | 
yard from $900 to $1,150. Mr. G. said the duties | 
which would be required of this clerk were ardu- | 
ous, and required a person possessing skill and | 


| integrity. He instanced the case of a heavy fraud || 


committed byaclerk in the navy-yard at Charles- || 


town, Massachusetts, to show the necessity of |; 


to make these observation, froin a due zegard to || 
the claims of that useful class of officers—the | 


mechanics attached to the service — which the 
amendment proposes to relieve. 

Mr, BURGES br-efly replied, and explained 
his former remarks. 

Mr. FERRIS rejoined, and also explained. 

After a few additional remarks by Messrs. 
WATMOUGH and WISE, the question was 
taken on the amendment of the latter, in relation 
to the pay of boatswains, gunners, sailmakers, 
and carpenters, and rejected. 

Mr. WATMOUGI moved an amendment in- 
tenced to guard the rights and interests of sur- 
geons while absent; which was adopted. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he would now 
propose an amencment which would enable those 
gentlemen who were so extremely zealous in fa- 
vor of the higher officers in the service to extend 
their sympathies to the common sailors, a class 
in favor of whom no voice had yet been raised, 
and whwu were so important to the service. He 
would, therefore, move to increase the present 
pittance paid to the common sailor at the rate of 
three dollars per mouth. 

After a few remarks by Messrs, WAT- 
MOUGH and CAMBRELENG, of an explana- 
tory character, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WATMOUGH offered an amendment to 
that part of the first section which specified that 
the compensation given in the bill should be full 
wf all allowances, with certain exceptions; which 
wus agreed to, 

Mr. WISE moved a proviso, that officers com- 
manding a squadron on a foreign station should 
be entitled to fourteen rations per day; which was 
rejected. 

Mr. GILLET proposed an amendment, pro- 
viding that the specific pay to the officers of the 
Navy proposed in the bill should be in full of 
all compensation, &c. 

Mr. WATMOUGH contended that the sub- 
stantial part of this amendment was already in- 
corporated in the bill by the amendment which 
he had just offered, and which was adopted. 

Mr. GILLET said it was not his purpose, at 
the present time, to discuss at length the subject 
of this amendment. He had not taken part in 
the discussions relative to the amount to be paid 
to the officers respectively. His object was to 
have the door shut against pay beyond the sum 
mentioned in the bill. If the sum proposed to be 
given was not large enough, let it be increased, 
and made what it should be. But he was de- 
cidedly opposed to leaving an opportunity for 
allowances. He was for giving, in one sum, all 
that could possibly be allowed. The people and 
this House would then know what was paid for 
services in the Navy. It was, doubtless, true, 
that some of the officers were not sufficiently paid, 
but his object was to close the almost boundless 
field Of allowances. 7 

He had understood the object of the chairman 
of the select committee to be, to pay the officers a 
gross sum, and cut off all allowances. He now 
invited him to aid in rendering that object certain. 


‘} and MASON, 


it divided and disbursed, in such manner as may || 


not in order. 


_by, authorized and directed to deduct from the |; on Commence, and ovdered ia be. printed 
4 ’ a. 


having an honest and faithful individual to per- |) 
form the duties required. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the second |! 
section, which is in the following words: 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the | 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he is here- || 
pay aereafter to become due of the commission || 
and warrant officers of the Navy of the United 
States, three per centum of the amount thereof, | 
and to pay the same to the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Navy commissioners for the time being; 
who are hereby appointed a board of commis- 
sioners by the nameand style of ‘* Commissioners 
of the Navy Widows and Orpnans’ Fund,”’ 
which, together with any other moneys to which 
the fund may become legally entitled, shall con- 
stitute a fund for the reiief of the widows, chil- | 
dren, ** and relatives’’ of the said commission and | 
warrant officers of the Navy of the United States, 


to be invested by said board, and the proceeds of 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 





| 


be hereafter prescribed by Congress. 
After a few remarks by Mr. WATMOUGH, 


the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. MASON moved to strike from the second 
section the words, ‘‘ and relatives,”’ printed in 
italics. 

This motion was discussed by Messrs. MA- 
SON, WATMOUGH, and CAMBRELENG, 
when 

Mr. REED moved to amend the amendment 
by inserting, in lieu of the words, ‘‘and relatives,”’ 
the words, ‘‘widows, children, and unmarried 
sisters. ”’ 

The debate on this amendment was further 


continued by Messrs. REED, WATMOUGH, 


Mr. FILLMORE suggested to the mover of 
the amendment to the amendment [Mr. Reep] to | 
include in his proposition ** widowed mothers.”’ 

Mr. REED assented to this modification; when 
the motion as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER again addressed the committee 
in opposition to the second section of the bill, 
and proposed to renew the motion to strike it out; 


but the CHAIR declared that such a motion was 


The third section’ was read, as follows: 

Sec. 3. «dnd be it further enacted, That from 
and after the passage of this act it shall be the 
duty of every medical officer of the United States 
Navy to provide himself with all such instru- 
ments as are necessary in his profession, and || 
that the sum of dollars be, and the same 
is hereby, annually appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to be applied, on an estimate to be fur- 
nished under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, to the object specified in this act. 

Mr. WATMOUGH moved to strike this sec- 
tion from the bill; which was agreed to. 

Mr. JARVIS moved to add an additional sec- 
tion to the bill, providing that hereafter, in the 
distribution of prize money, it shall be done in 
proportion to the pay which each officer, &c.,may | 
receive. Mr, J. said that he wished the question | 
taken on his amendment, and that when the bill | 
should come up in the House he would endeavor | 





| to prove that the present system of distributing || 


| prize money was — and improper. The | 
_ amendment was agree 


to. | 


} 


The amendments having been gone through || 


| with, the committee rose and reported the bill to 


| | 
‘the House as amended. li 





December 24, 


On motion of Mr. WATMOUGH, the bill and 
amendments were ordered to be printed. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 24, 1834. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Secretary of State in answer 
to a resolution requiring him to communicate to 
Congress the situation of the contract made by 
Edward Livingston, Esq., late Secretary of State, 
with Clark and Force, for the publication of the 
American Diplomatic Correspondence. 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the communi- 
cation was ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 


Petitions and memorials of a private nature were 
resented by Messrs. WEBSTER, SPRAGUE, 
AGAMAN, KANE, and TOMLINSON. 
Mr. WEBSTER presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of Boston, praying the passage 
of a law allowing a drawback on the exportation 
of cordage; which was referred to the Committee 





GENERAL LA FAYETTE. 

The joint resolution from the House of Rep- 
resentatives directing the mode of carrying into 
effect the resolution of June last, adopted on the 
occasion of the death of General La Fayette, was 
read, and, 

On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, concurred in. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that on 
Monday next he would ask leave to introduce a 
bill for the relief of David McCall. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, made two several reports upon the — 
tions of John Cutts and John Donnel; which 


|, were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. CLAYTON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Colonel James 
Thomas; which was read the first time, and 


| ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 


' Public Lands, reported the bill from the House 


granting to the borough of Mackinaw a lot of 
land, with an amendment; which was read the 
first time, and ordered to a seednd reading. 

My. P. also gave notice that on Monday next 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to provide 


_ more effectually against frauds in the sale of the 


public lands of the United States. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. McKEAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at Brownsville, on the 
Monongahela river. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 


| Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 


into the expediency of establishing a mail route 


from Golconda, in Illinois, by Walnut Grove 
‘and Davidson’s Mills, to Frankfort, in the same 


State. 
RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Cray, was read and adopted: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to 
communicate to the Senate (if in his opinion it 
shall not be incompatible with the public interest) 
the instructions which have been transmitted 
from time to time, since the 4th of July, 1831, to 


| the Representatives of the United States at the 


Government of France, relating to the execution 


| of the ine which was signed on that day be- 
n 


tween the United States and France; and also all 
the correspondence which has passed at Wash- 
ington or at Paris between the two Governments 


_ respecting the execution of the said treaty. 


PORT OF ENTRY ON THE WABASH. 


Mr. TIPTON moved the consideration of the 
resolution submitted by him some days since in- 
stituting an inquiry into the expediency of estab- 
listing a port of entry on the Wabash. ; 

Mr. T. said, | have reason to fear that I will 
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weary the patience of the Senate with motions to | 
improve the navigation of the Wabash, and my | 
remarks in supporting them; but, sir, the claims 
of that river to public consideration, the situation 
of the country, and the condition of the people 
that inhabit the Wabash and its tributaries, have | 
been so much misunderstood elsewhere, that I 
owe it to the Senate, to the country, and to my- 
self, to invite the attention of Congress to that 
subject once more. This I propose to do at this 
time, and promise to be as brief as I can to do 
the subject that justice its importance to the West 
demands. ee 

This motion contemplates establishing a port | 
of entry at Lafayette, on the Wabash. This || 
town is situate about four hundred miles by the || 
river from the mouth of the Wabash, and two | 
hundred and fifteen, by our canal, from the Mau- 
mee bay, on Lake Erie, surrounded bya country 
unsurpassed in fertility of soil, becoming wealthy, | 
and of immense resources. In proposing to es- | 
tablish a port of entry at the place mentioned, I 
have two objects in view; first, to invite and ex- 
tend commerce to the interior of our country, and 
to remove the last objection that can be raised to 
an appropriation of money by Congress to im- 
prove the navigation of the river. 

This proposition has nothing new or novel in 
it; the principle has been frequently acted on by | 
Congress; ports of entry have been established 
high up ou many of our rivers, and I am unable 
to perceive any good objection to this being done. 
It invites our merchants in the interior to become 
the importers of their own goods, direct from 
foreign markets, to such parts of our country as 
consume them, thereby saving to the merchants 
in the interior the drayage, storage, commission, 
and gther charges that they are subjected to when 
their packages have to be opened, goods stored, | 
and duty paid, in the ports of New York or New 
Orleans. 

It is true that steamboats cannot pass the rapids 
at White river, and ascend the Wabash to Lafay- 
ette and our canal, when the river is low. This 
was also the case with the Ohio before the con- | 
struction of the Louisville and Portland canal. 
Steamboats could not pass the Falls of the Ohio, 
to ascend to Cincinnati and Pittsburg, unless the 
Ohio was high, and ports of entry were estab- 
lished at both places. The United States con- || 
tributed to aid the construction of the Louisville | 
and Portland canal, and we expect them to im- | 
prove the navigation of the Wabash. 

The Wabash is equally as susceptible of navi- | 
gation above the rapids, near White river, as the 
Ohio from Marietta to Pittsburg, and better than 
Cumberland; and a port of entry has been estab- || 
lished at Nashville. Of this I do not complain; | 
itis, in my judgment, right and proper. Lask | 
no more for the Wabash than has been done for | 
other rivers of similar claims, and I hope this will | 
not be denied. | 

By the Blue Book I find that ports of entry are | 
established in several of the old States, at places 
where it was once thought necessary, that turn 
out to be rather unimportant. Some of these 
ports yield no revenue, but officers of the cus- 
toms are appointed; and where no business is to 
be performed no salary is paid. At other places 
one hundred and fifty or one hundred and eighty 
dollars are paid, where but little service is re- | 
quired. A port of entry at Lafayette cannot be | 
less important than some of those are. 

It is due to the intelligent and enterprising pop- | 
ulation invited by the wise policy of this Gov- 
ernment to seek homes on the western waters, 
that a port of entry should be established among | 
them, to encourage commerce. In 1827 a grant 
of land was made to aid in constructing a canal 
to connect, at navigable points, the waters of the |) 
Wabash with those of Lake Erie. This grant 
consists of the one half of five miles on each side 
of the canal line, to be divided by alternate tiers 
of sections. 

The State of Indiana rated her lands at first, | 
second, and third-rate. 
$1 50, $2 50, or $3 50 





Those lands are sold at || 
per acre. Agreeably to | 
this rate, by thus rating the canal lands, we have 
raised the United States lands in that vicinity to 
a corresponding value; and a quantity of United 
States lands have been sold at these prices, that 
would have remained unsold for twenty years to 


come, if no public improvement had been begun | 
in that country, 











| or ina good state of forwardness, 
seen farms and villages springing up, as it were, | 
by magic; nothing is wanting but a continuance | 
| of the fostering care of this Government to make | 


permanent home. ' 
/ appearance from that class of individuals that | 


| ject has not changed my mind. 
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The United States received $693,522 
lands sold in Indiana last year, from the extraor- 
dinary sales. I infer that these sales are owing 
to the improvements going on there, and that the 
gramt of land to aid in the construction of the 
Wabash and Erie canal has been beneficial to 


| the United States; and I challenge the most vio- 
|lent opponent of internal improvement to pass 


our rivers, lakes, and canals, from New York to 
New Orleans, and say, if he will, that these pub- 
lic works do not promote the best terest of our 
country. 

After leaving the steamboat at Albany, the 
traveler will pass rapidly on the railroad to Sche- 


nectady, thence westward, he sees millions of | 


tons of freight floating on the canal and lake to 
the far West. Continuing his journey southwest 
along the Maumee river, that part of the Wabash 
and Eric canal Jine not yet under contract, here the 


country is progressing slowly in population and | 


cultivation; but when the traveler arrives at Fort 
Wayne, where the work is progressing on 
canal, everybody is Sener all is bustle 
business; and from Fort Wayne, crossing 


rence, seventy-five miles ofthe canalare completed, 
Here are to be 


this a most desirable part of the country in a 
short time. 
Emigrants are daily arriving among us from 


New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. Men of | 


wealth and business, who have been engaged as 
engineers or contractors on the public works in 


| the old States that have been finished, go West | 


with educated and intelligent families, secking a 
These presenta very different 


roam the western wilds after bear and deer. 
Should a traveler stop for tre night in one of 


|| our villages that are springing up at every ten or 
| fifteen miles along the canal, where the work has 


been begun, and doves not rise by twilight, he 


| will be aroused by the sound of the hammer, the 
| woodman’s ax, or the mechanic’s plane. 
is the fruit of the wise policy heretofore pursued | 
| by this Government towards the new States in the | 


This 


West: its blessings cannot be too widely diffused. 
I happened in conversation with one of the 
postmasters last fall; he remarked that he was 


astonished to see the number of newspapers and | 


pamphlets that passed his office for Huntington, 
and other villages on the canal. 


‘*than many other places of twice their age and 


| four times their population—and must be a read- 


ing people.’’ This is,no doubt, true; and where 
we dnd a reading people we always find a moral 
and industrious people, who patronize schools 
and other institutions that enlighten the mind 
and elevate the character of man. 


The population that are flocking to that coun- | 


try are both enterprising and industrious. By 
their exertion they are opening farms, building 
towns, and constructing the canal. The face of 


the country is undergoing a wonderful change. 


What was but a few days ago a desert for wild 


beasts to roam through, has becOme the peaceful | 
Itis in that country, and |) 


abode of civilized man. 
for the benefit of these people, that I have en- 
deavored to describe that I wish to establish a 
port of entry, and to improve the navigation of 
their river. 


Strong inducements have been held out to the | 


people to purchase and settle western lands. Men 
who have emigrated to the West, and divested 
themselves of the commercial facilities to which 
they were accustomed in the eastern States, look 
to the General Government to extend these facili- 
ties to their new homes; and the Government 
owes it to the people to diffuse its blessings to 


all parts of our country where it can be done 
|| with convenience, as it can in this case. 


I am not one of those who believe, that a law 
of Congress, establishing a port of entry, confers 
power to appropriate money to improve rivers. 
All that has been said and written upon this sub- 
I entertain no 
doubt but the power exists to appropriate money 


to improve rivers in any part of the United States | 


or their Territories, where the business of the 
people requires such improvement. 








our | 
and | 
the | 
summit between the Mississippi and the St. Law- | 


‘©The people in | 
these neighborhoods take more papers,”’ said he, | 
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40 for |! Theeighth section of the first article of the Con- 


stitution of the United States, granting powers, 
reads thus: 

*« The Congress shall have power to lay and col- 
‘lect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises; to pay 
‘the debts and provide for the common defense 
“and general welfare of the United States.” 

The same section concludes as follows: 

** To make all laws which shall be necessary 
‘and proper for carrying into execution the fore- 
‘going powers, and all other powers vested by 
‘this Constitution in the Government of the 

'* United States, or in any department or officer 

‘thereof.’’ 

Here is a grant of power by the Constitution 
itself, authorizing the legislative department of 
the Government to make all laws necessary and 

| proper fer the public interest. The ordinance of 
| Congress of July 13, 1787, is older than the Con- 
stitution, and binding on the parties to that instra- 
ment, (which has, unfortunately, been too much 
overlooked in this whole transaction.) The Wa- 
bash is a reserved public highway, free to all the 
people of the United States; and I propose to 
establish a port of entry on that river, and to 
improve this public highway. I can find no limit- 
|, ation on the power of Congress, or the President, 
| as regards appropriations to improve the naviga- 
tion of rivers, and to establish ports of entry, 
besides their own discretion. Does not the Con- 
stitution, and constant practice of the Govern- 
ment, authorize the improving of this river? and 
the interest of a large portion of our constituents 
seems to demand it. 

There is an additional reason for establishing 
this pertof entry; it will remove a difficulty from 
a certain quarter that [ have found extremely in- 
convenient. It can cost nothing—it will violate 
no principle; and where itis within the power 
of Congress to do so much good, without violat- 
ing the former practice of the Government, or 
creating new expenses, I think it will hardly be 
denied us. 
|| Itmay be asked, why this motion was not made 
last year, before the Wabash bill passed? lt was 
introduced by an honorable member of the other 
|| branch of Congress at the last session, but, 
owing to the press of business in thet House, did 
not get through. [Lam desirous to get an expres- 
sion of the Senate on this proposition at as early 
a day as may be convenient, that it may have an 
opportunity of becoming a law before we adjourn. 

This motion looks to establishing oa port of 
entry, and improving the river. Near half a 
million of people reside on the Wabash and its 
|, tributaries, all deeply interested in the steps taken 
| here to extend to them commercial faeilities, 
Every gentleman conversant with the New Or- 
| 


leans market for the upper country produce will 
testify that the rise of the Wabash, to let our 
boats pass the rapids of White river, has an in- 
fluence upon the sales at New Orleans. Should 
| not the river rise to let boats out early in the 
spring ,our produce,consisting of flour, corn, pork, 
and beef, is locked up at home, and prices are 
high in the lower country. When the river rises, 
and boats get off, they are thrown all at the same 
time into the market below. Our produce is 
mostly carried to market by our farmers, who, 
anxious to return to their farms, and dreading the 
disease of a southern climate in the sickly season, 
|| sell at great sacrifice. Many of our people fall 
victims to the disease, and find graves in that 
| country. Hundreds of lives and thousands of 
dollars are sacrificed in that unhealthy climate 
every year. A portion of these can be preserved 
by the improvement proposed. 

The delegation are not urging this measure 
upon Congress of theirown accord. Our Legis- 
lature has frequently memorialized Congréss upon 
these subjects, and I have no doubt will do so 
again at this session. We do no more than reit- 
erate here the wishes of those we have the honor 
to represent, with a hope that a deaf ear may not 
be turned to our request. 

In submitting a resolution to the Senate a few 
days ago, I alluded, in the most temperate lan- 
guage, to a Pern made in the Globe last 
summer, as [ then believed, to array the Jackson 
party in Indiana against me, for advocating the 
improvement, os United States, of the navi- 

tion of the Wabash. For this I am rgain 
! assailed, and insinuations mgde calculated to in- 
jure me, and to prejadice this measure. It is 
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true, that J live on the Wabash, and, like other 


men of industry who settled there at an early 
day, own some land, but far from a great estate, 
as charged by the Globe. And were it true that 
I have a large estate, is that good ground for the 
Globe to oppose improving the river, and thereby 
injure the people of more than one State? 

f any person have charges to prefer against 
me either in my public or private capacity, let 
them be brought forward: I stand ready to meet 
them at all times and places. I have no favors to 
ask. But if it is expected to deter me from my 
duty by such attacks, they are mistaken, [shall 
vote according to my own sense of right, with- 
out being driven from my course by threats or 
insinuations.” 

NEW POST ROUTES. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday 


*We open our columns to Gencral Tipton to 
enable him to meet some remarks recently made 
by us i» repelling an attack on this print, con- 


tained in a speech delivered by him on the floor 


of the Senate. We fcel it due to ourselves, how- 
ever reluctant, to say a word more on the subject 
—to accompany Gencral Tirton’s notice with a 
brief comment. 

In the first place, we aver that the publication 
alluded to, whatever General Tipton ‘ then be- 


lieved,’’ was not intended “to array the Jackson || 
party in Indiana against him for advocating the im- | 
provement by the United States of the navigation of | 
Our sole object was to vindicate | 
the motives of the Chief Magistrate from the im- | 
and all unprejudiced minds.”’ 


the Wabash.” 


putation of hostility to Indiana, in refusing his 
assent to the appropriation to the Wabash, on 
which there was no port of entry, and of partiality 


to other States, because he had acquiesced in ap- 


propriations to other streams in which there are 


ports of entry established. This impeachment | 
of the President’s motives we considered dis- | 


tinctly made in the circular of Senator Tipton; 
and as we know that the President had proceeded 


to give the explanations contained in the publica- 
tion complained of by General Tirton. We, 
however, insist that the explanation was given in 
the most decorous terms, and in the kindest spirit 
towards General T'1rton, asis shown by the ref- 
erence made in the beginning of the article, of the 
firm support given by him to the Administration 
on another important subject. 

General Tirron has fallen into another error 
in supposing that we have the slightest disposi- 
tion to prejudice the measure he has proposed. 
The whole tenor of our article, on which General 
Tipton commented, breathed a spirit favorable to 
the improvement of the Wabash, when circum- 
stances would render it compatible with the prin- 
ciples laid down by the President; and, indeed, 
we suggested in it the very proposition which 
General Tirron has now made to the Senate for 
the purpose of bringing the Wabash, and its canal 
communication with the lakes, within the de- 
scription which can alone entitle it to be consid- 
ered as of the class of navigable streams which 
are of national importance. If Cangress resolve 
to unite the lakes with the Ohio, through the 
channel of the Wabash, and make ports of entry 
and delivery upon it, then, undoubtedly, the river 
will be brought, not only in name, but in fact, 


within the President's principle. But while Gen- | 


eral Tipron adopts our suggestion of obtaining a 
recognition of the Wabash from Congress, as a 
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by Mr. Henparces, was taken up and adopt- Resolved, That the Postmaster General inform, 
eq: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Louisville, by way of Salem, Bond, Bedford, 
Bloomfield, and Bowling Green, to Terre Haute. 

Also, a post road from Bedford, through Mount 
Pleasant, to Portersville. 

Also, from Danville, through New Maysville, 
Green Castle, Putnamville, Manhattan, Pleasant 
Garden, Bowling Green, Ramsay’s Mill, Clay 
county, and Caledonia, to Carlisle; or so much 
of said route as may not heretofore have been 
established by law. 


RESOLUTIONS OF INQUIRY. 


The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up and adopted: 





point of view, how can he with propriety assume 
that what he thus adopts on his own part, as 
friendly to his object, is evidence of hostility on 
our part towards it? 


General Tipron’s speech, as it appears in the 
National Intelligencer, has the following remark: 


‘* He should avail himself always of the op- 
portunity to express his sentiments, despite of 
the threat which had been held out by the Globe 
of dnother attack, in addition to the one which 
was made a few days since on him. 


‘*That print threatened the publication of | 


charges made by one of his colleagues. He in- 
vited the publication of all charges against his 
private and public conduct; and he flattered him- 
self that he should have little difficulty in defend- | 
ing himself to the satisfaction of his constituents 


The specch, as it appears in the Globe to-day, 
having undergone General Trpton’s revision, and 
containing no such remark, we infer that the 
report in the Intelligencer cannot have his sanc- 
tion. We, therefore, treat it as the reporter’s 
mistake when we give it a direct contradiction. 
We deny that ‘' « rureat’’ of attack upon Gen- 


We stated thatattacks had been threatened from 
other quarters, and that we used our good offices 
to prevent them. We have never even “ threat- 
ened the publication of charges made by one of his 
colleagues.’? Weare not informed that any one | 
of his colleagues have now the remotest intention 
of making the charges which we spoke of as | 
having been once in contemplation. We spoke 





of the past, not the future, and meant to prove that || ; “aig 
7 f . P || that, in looking into the case of General Eaton, 


we did not entertain the personal hostility to | 


ascribed. 


_  Weowean apology to those, however, of whose || 
relations with General Tirton we had spoken, 


without uaifiga@ name. There had been a frank- 
ness and boldness used by the party in question, 
that satisfied us no wish was entertained to con- 


felt a sufficient justification to use facts known to 
several, to vindicate ourselves from the unjust 
imputation of acting in our public capacity from 
private malice, and that, too; when vindicating | 
the motives of the Chief Magistrate. The party | 
| 


'ceal opinions held as to General T. This we 


alluded to, we trust, will consider the object we 
had in view of sufficient importance to justify the 
remote way in which he has been involved by 
our allusion. 

If there is anything implied in the authentic 
speech published in the Globe to-day, calculated 
to lend support by inference to the interpretation 


_of the National Intelligencer, then the above | 


‘| remarks will be as applicable to the one as to the 
chaanel of commefce, important in a national | 


other. 








the Senate whether so much of the act of Con. 
gress, approved June 25, 1832, establishinga mail 
route from Burnt-Corn, in the State of Alabama 
by Claiborne, Clarksville, Coffeeville, Washine. 
ton Court House, Winchester, Elisville, Wi. 
liamsburg, Monticelio,and Meadville, to Natchez 
| in the State of Mississippi, has been carried into 
effect; and if it has not, what cause or causes have 
prevented it. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
| the expediency of establishing a mail route from 
| Augusta, in Perry county, Mississippi, by the 

bay of Beloxi, to Hancock Court House, in the 
same State. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of authorizing the appointment of an agent to re- 
ceive evidence of losses sustained by the inhabit- 
ants of the State of Alabama by an invasion of a 
party of Creek Indians in 1814, when Fort Mims 
was taken, and those who fled there for protec- 
tion massacred. 


OATHS BY REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
authorize the registers and receivers of the land 
offices of the United States to administer oaths 
in all matters connected with their official duties, 
was read a second time and referred. 


| COLONEL LEISENDORFER. 


The hill for the relief of Colonel John Eugene 
Leisendorfer was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

(Colonel Leisendorfer was one of the subordi- 
nate officers under command of Gencral Eaton, 
| when he marched from Egypt with the forces of 
the exiled Bashaw Caramolle, to coéperate with 
| the naval expedition under Commodore Preble 
against Tripoli, in 1804.] 

Mr. BENTON, in support of the bill, went 
into a brief but interesting detail of the services, 
sufferings, and the merits of Colonel Leisendorfer. 

Mr. POINDEXTER opposcd the bill on the 
ground that it would be setting a bad precedent 
| to increase the compensation of this individual. 
| He objected ‘also to the provision in the third 


|| section, pensioning him on the same ground, and 
| eral Tipton ‘*‘has been held out by the Giebe.”’ || 


altogether upon principles plainly laid down on |, 
several previous occasions, and not upon un- | 
worthy preferences, we considered it due to him | 


| contended that it would furnish a good precedent 
for the heirs of General Eaton to make a similar 

claim upcen Congress. 

_ Mr. BENTON said that, in running over the 
history of General Eaton’s life, he should judge 
that he had received no remuneration; and if an 

application should be made on the part of his 

_ heirs, it would stand with me on the same footing, 
relative circumstances considered, with the grant 

to La Fayette, and on a better footing than the 

| grant to the Polish exiles, for both of which he 
had voted with hearty goodwill. He also said 


. ; || in our State pee. which he had just done to 
General Tipton, to which our article, purely || 


| 
defensive of the President’s motives, had been | 


| make himself master of Colonel Leisendorfer’s 

case, he made up his mind that ht was a meri- 

| torious and injured man. 

| Mr. POIN DEXT ER thought many instances 
of the kind might be found on the statute-book. 
Mr. PRESTON having objected to the third 

| section, 

| Mr. BENTON said he had no objection to its 

| being struck out of the bill; and it was accord- 

| ingly done. 

| After some remarks from Mr. WEBSTER, 

| relative to the high character and meritorious 

| services of General Eaton, 

| The question was put on the engrossment of 

| the bill for the third reading; and on a division 

| being demanded by Mr. Pornpexrer, the bill was 

ordered to be engrossed—ycas 19, nays 15. 

| Mr. WEBSTER then moved that when the 

| Senate adjourns, it will adjourn to meet on Satur- 

| day next; which was agreed to. 

The Senate then adjourned. 








| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

| Wenpnespar, December 24, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

| Mr. YOUNG, of Connecticut; 

| Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey; 

| Messrs. HIESTER, and BEAUMONT, of 

Pennsy!vania; 




















1884, . 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland; 

Mr. POPE, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. STAN DEFER and BELL, (Speaker,) 
of Tennessee; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida;* 

Mr. WISE, of Virginia; 

Mr. W. B. SHEPARD, of North Carolina; _ 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 

The SPEAKER presented the following me- 
morial, being the same as that presented by Mr. 
Lyon, of Michigan: 

Executive Orrice, 
Detroit, December 12, 1834. 

Sir: In obedience to a request of the Legisla- 
tive Council of the Territory of Michigan, I have 
the honor to transmit to you a memorial of that 
body, praying the establishment of a separate 
territorial government for the district of country 
west of Lake Michigan. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
most obedient servant, 

STEVENS T. MASON. 
Hon. Jouw Bext, 
Speaker of the H. R. United States. 





To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled: 

At an extra session of the Legislative Council 
of the Territory of Michigan, held on the first 
Monday of September last, pursuant to an act of 
Congress of the 30th of June, 1834, an act was 


assed to provide for the taking a census of the | 
inhabitants of that part of the Territory of Mich- 
igan which is situated to the eastward of the | 


Mississippi river. 

This duty has been performed by the sheriffs 
of the several counties, under oath, and nearly in 
the same manner as that which has been hereto- 
fore adopted by the General Government to obtain 
an enumeration of the citizens of the United 
States. 

The population is found to amount to ninety- 
two thousand six hundred and seventy-three 
souls. 


The counties situated upon the peninsula, and | 


those lying north and west of Lake Michigan, 
contain the following numbers: 


Waynce.........16,638 Jackson ..........1,865 
Washtenaw ....14,920 Berrien..........«.1,787 
Oakland........13,844 Calhoun .........1,714 
Monroe. . saccs< GSE Branch... ccsceces TE 
Lenaive........ 7,911 Michilimackinac.. 891 
Macomb........ 6,055 Chippewa........ 526 
COM ccc cbscues eee NOR: 6 Scce cect ln 
St. Joseph...... 3,168 Crawford........ 810 
Kalamazoo ..... 3,124 lowa.....+....- 2,633 
St. Clair... «is.c<s DA44 


In this enumeration, the inhabitants of the 
country which is situated between the Mississippi 
and Missouri rivers,and which was, for the pur- 
pose only of temporary government, attached to 
the Territory of Michigan at the last session of 
Congress, is not embraced. They may be justly 
estimated at from five to eight thousand souls. 

The population of Western Michigan (now 
generally known as the Wisconsin ‘Territory) 
may be stated at from twelve to fifteen thousand. 


And we would again respectfully ask of your hon- | 


orable body to hear their complaints, and to grant 
to them speedily the relief for which they pray. 


The country inhabited by that people has been || 
subjected, at various times, to different govern- || 


ments; but on all occasions the promise seems 
to have been held out to them, that their subjec- 
tion to those governments should be but tempo- 
rary. So remote, indeed, have been the seats of 
those governments, that it is believed neither the 
laws of the United States nor of any Territory. 
actually had force west of Lake Michigan until 
after the year 1820. About that time a justice 
of the peace or notary public might be seen 
claiming and exercising his office there under a 
commission from the King of France. 

The inhabitants between Lake Michigan and 
the Mississippi have almost every year since 
their subjection to the government of Michigan, 
in the year 1818, complained to Congress of the 
great evils under which they were suffering in 
consequence of this connection. They are sep- 
arated from the great majority of the inhabitants 
of the Territory by one of the largest lakes upon 
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ficult, if not impracticable, to communicate with 
| them during one half of the year. 
|| Their pursuits in life are also as widely differ- 
| ent as their inhabitants are distant. 

It is supposed that a very large proportion of 
| the country which lies between Lake Superior, 
|, Green Bay, and the Fox, Wisconsin, and Missis- 
|| sippi rivers, must continue for many years, as it 

is now, the hunting-grounds of uncivilized Indian 
tribes. 

South of the Wisconsin river, and within this 

| Territory, and also in the counties of Dubuque 
and Demoine, west of the Mississippi, are situated 
the very extensive and valuable lead mines of the 
United States. The miners are the immediate 
tenants of the Government, pursuing a very labo- 
rious and hazardous business, and paying their 
rent to itastoalandlord. Itis presumed they 

| are, for these reasons, entitled to its special atten- 
tion and protection. They compose more than 
two thirds of the population of that part of the 
Territory, and they reside upwards of six hun- 
dred miles (some as much as nine hundred miles) 
from the seat of territorial government. 

The judiciary system in that section of the Ter- 
ritory, likewise, is so weak and inefficient, that 
the laws afford little or no protection to the vir- 

| tuous, nor does their prompt and energetic ad- 
ministration deter the vicious, 

It is feared by that people, that these, and even 
| greater, evils are about to be entailed upon them 
|} and their country forever by the formation of a 
State government by the eighty-seven thousand 
two hundred and seventy-three people inhabiting 
the peninsula of Michigan, and the counties north 
of the peninsula, for the whole of the Territory 
|| which lies north of the line drawn east thfough the 
southerly bend of Lake Michigan. 

It is to this unnatural union, so prejudicial to 
the best interests of the inhabitants of Western 
Michigan, and destructive to their rights as 
American citizens, your memorialists would re- 
spectfully call the attention of your honorable 
body; and they do respectfully ask, on behalf of 
the citizens of the whole Territory, that Congress 





_government for the citizens inhabiting the terri- 
tory lying west of a line drawn through the middle 
of Lake Michigan to the northern extremity,and 
thence north to the boundary line of the United 
States. 

Your memorialists respectfully refer to the act 
to provide for taking a census of the inhabitants 
of Michigan, passed by the Council, September 
6, 1834, together with the aggregate returns of 
| the census taken under the said act, copies of 
which said documents, duly certified by the sec- 
| retary of the Territory, are herewith presented 
to your honorable body. 

Resolved, That his Excellency the acting Gov- 
_ernor be, and he is hereby, requested to transmit 

copies of the preceding memorial tothe President 

of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Rep- 

resentatives, and to the Delegate in Congress from 
_ this Territory. 
Counci, CHAMBER, 

Derroit, December 12, 1834. 
JOHN McDONELL, 

| President of the Legislative Council. 
Joun Norve x, Secretary. 


VOTING VIVA VOCE. 


Mr. REYNOLDS offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That, hereafter, in all elections made 
| by the House of Representatives for officers, the 
votes shali be given viva voce, each member in his 
place naming aloud the person for whom he votes. 


MICHAEL HENRY. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Michael Henry, deceased; which was read 
| twice, and committed. 


HONORS TO LA FAYETTE. 


The joint resolution fixing a day, &c., for the 
| delivery of an address by John Quincy Adams 
| on the life and character of La Fayette, was con- 
| curred in. 

1} RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


} The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 


were taken up and agreed to: 








eee tncer ree ; 


} this continent; and it must obviously be very dif- 


will, at its present session, establish a territorial | 
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’ By Mr. HUBBARD: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to this House copies 
of any correspondence which has taken place be- 
tween himself or any of his predecessors in office 
since 1834, as far as practicable, with any of the 
officers of the Bank of the United States, or of 
any of its branches, which may have any relation 
to the claim of the United States against the Bank 
of Coiumbia, and to communicate his opinion as 
to the probability of collecting the balance, or 
any part thereof, now due from the Bank of 
Columbia to the United States. 

By Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island: 

Resolved, Thatthe President of the United States 
be requested to communicate to this House such 
information as he may have, and which, in his 
opinion, may be proper to be communicated, and 
not incompatible with the public interest, show- 
ing the steps which have been taken and the 
progress which has been made in effecting an 
adjustment and satisfaction of the claims of 
American citizens upon the Mexican Government. 

NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Lincoin, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to lay, before this House (if, 
in his opinion, it is not incompatible with the 
mublic interest) any communication which may 
1ave been had between the Government of the 
United States and that of Great Britain, since the 
rejection, by the former, of the advisory opinion 
of the King of the Netherlands, in reference to the 
establishment and final settlement of the north- 
eastern boundary of the United States, heretofore 
in controversy between the two Governments, 

And that he also be requested to communicate 
any information he may possess of the exercise 


| of practical jurisdiction by the authorities of the 


British province of New Brunswick over the dis- 
yuted territory within the limits of the State of 
Maine, according to the true line of boundary as 
claimed by the United States, and especially upon 
that part of the territory which has been incor- 
porated by the government of Maine into the 
town of Madawaska, together with such repre- 
sentations and correspondence (if any) as have 
been had by the Executive of that State with the 
Government of the United States on the subject. 


Mr. PARKS, of Maine, said that, as the reso- 
lution was one particularly interesting to the 
State of Maine, and as no member of the dele- 
gation from that State, in either branch of Con- 
gress, had thought it necessary to call for inform- 


| ation on that subject, he asked the honorable 


gentleman from Massachusetts what was his ob- 
ject in making the call, and more especially as 
regarded what was embraced in the two last parts 


of the resolution. 


Mr. LINCOLN said it would afford him pleas - 
ure to respond to the inquiry of the gentleman. 


| The subject involved in the motion he had sub- 


mitted was one of deep interest to the people of 
Massachusetts, and he would be faithless to his 
trust were he to suffer any opportunity to pass 
to maintain and vindicate that interest. By the 
actof Massachusetts, whereby Maine had become 
a separate and independent State, there was a res- 
ervation of a right to enjoy in common a moiety 
of the proceeds of the rales of unappropriated and 
uncultivated lands, situated within the a 
of the new State, amounting to about five mil- 
lions of acres. The British Government had set 
up a strong pretension to these lands under the 
treaty of 1783, in which Massachusetts was so 
largely interested. The matter in dispute was 
finally referred to the arbitrament of the King of 
the Netherlands, who had merely indicated an 
opinion adverse to the interests of Maine and 
Massachusetts. This opinion produced great ex- 
citement in the two States. The Legislature of 
Maine protested against it in strong language, and 
sent a commissioner to the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts, (who is now a member of this House, 
Mr. Parks,) calling upon that State to stand by 
her in preventing this encroachment upon her ter- 
ritory and sovereignty. Massachusetts did pledge 
her faith, that in all times and all circumstances 
she would stand by Maine in opposition to this 
decision of the King of the Netherlands, which, 
if carried into effect, would operate as a transfer 
of the citizens of a free country to the dominion 


nN 


tae he! 


Co ey 


ast 


~ 
I ils PIN A 
he er 7 





~—. 


Bo mga 
a a ‘ si rs 
Pee ION ee we ROS 


ae 
mi 


| 


Bo 
i 


ee 


ee eee ee ee 


ee ae ee 


oe ee RRS ae 


oxmpm 


--7 


tS 
4 
ie 
4 
% 
5 
2 
3 
A 
4 
- 
h 
e 


74 





of a foreign Government anda monarchy. These 
remonstrances were felt in the councils of the 
nation. |Mr. L. here read the resolutions which 
were submitted to the Senate of the United States 
on this subject. } 

Mr. L. referred to the last annual message of 
the President, in order to show that the negotia- 
tions upon the subject of this boundary line were 
not reopened. It was for the purpose of know- 
ing whether this was intended to be done, and 
what was doing, by the Government on this sub- 
ject, that he had offered the resolution. He en- 
tered into a history of the negotiations which had 
taken place, and of the treatment which the cit- 
zena of Maine had received from the British 
authorities, particularly at Madawaska. The 
honor of Maine was not in his custody, but in 
abler hands. It was, however, time to know 
whether this controversy was to be settled, and 
in What manner. It was due to the States of 
Maine and Massachusetts that they should be 
informed on this subject. Their respective Legis- 
latures would assemble in a few days, and they 
should be made acquainted with the present state 
of this controversy. If he knew anything of 
the temper of these governments, they would 
not much longer submit to tardy negotiation on 
this subject. It was with these views (and 
which he explained much more at length) that 
he had been induced to offer the resolution. 

Mr. PARKS in reply said, that the House 
would by this time perceive that the resolution 
from the gentleman from Massachusetts was of a 
most extraordinary character, and the reasons he 
had assigned for bringing itforward were (he must 
say) equally extraordinary. The gentleman gives 
as his rexson why he interferes in a question 
touching the jurisdiction of another State, that 
Massachusetts, a part of which he represents on 
this floor, is interested in the property or owner- 
ship of the territory in dispute between the State 
of Maine and the United States on one side, and 
Great Britain on the other. It was true, that 
when Maine determined to assume the rank of a 
free, sovereign, and independent State, she was 
compelled by her kind guardian mother, Massa- 
chusetts, to pay well for her liberty, to purchase 
her freedom ata high price, by asserting that 
Massachusetts should be the owner with her in 
common of the wild lands then undisposed of with- 
in her territory; but she did not grant to Massa- 
chusetts any jurisdiction over the same. Maine 
will always recollect these circumstances. The 
last, the gentleman from Massachusetts seems to 
have forgotten, for he now comes forward to ask, 
as he is pleased to say, as a member from Mas- 
sachusetts, interested in the property, to inquire 
whether the jurisdiction of Maine has been in- 
fringed upon, exhibiting a kind parental solicitude, 
as if she had no one on this floor, orin the other 
House, to watch over her honor or protect her 
rights; and this, too, withoutany instructions from 
Massachusetts to move atallin the matter. If 
Massachusetts believes that Maine has violated 
her faith pledged to her by the solemn act that ef- 
fected the separation, let her, as a State, call on 
Maine asa State, each in their sovereign capacities, 
for a breach of that compact, for by that compact 
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alone has she any right of ownership in the terri- | 


tory in question, and with that compact this Fede- 
ral Government has nothing to do. When Maine 
fails to fulfillany of her obligations, then she will 
havea rightto complain, and to take such measures 
asaStateasshemay think advisable, buteventhen 
she will have no right to come here for redress. 
‘The State of Maine is not to be called to the bar 
of this House to answer for her conduct to Mas- 
sachusetts. I aver that the gentleman, in the 
capacity in which he makes this call, viz., asa 
representative of Massachusetts, has no right, on 
this floor, to interfere with the question of juris- 
diction of Maine within her own limits. Thank 
God, the time has passed by, when she has any 
legal right to interfere in our internal relations, or 
external either, excepting such as may regard our 
engagements with herself. But further, sir, if 
she desires information upon this matter, she has 
the materials for it within herself. She has but 
to call upon her own land agent, and she will get 
information much more correct and accurate than 
can be possibly in the possession of any Depart- 
ment of this Government. Her land agent trav- 


erses every portion of our extensive forests with- | 


' ment of Maine and the Government of the United 


ject. 


deputies as he chooses to employ; and the hon- 
orable gentleman, from the official situation he 
has for so many years held as the Governor of | 
Massachusetts, must know full well that no indi- 
vidual in this nation has more information upon 
that branch of his inquiry, than the gentleman 
who so honorably and faithfully fills the office of 
her land agent. But, sir, the honorable gentle- 
man goes farther: he calls fur any correspondence 
that may have taken place between the govern- 





States upon the same subject of jurisdiction, and 
this, too, as | understand, likewise in his capacity 
as a member from Massachusetts. To this I 
answer, that to Massachusetts she is not account-. 
able for anything that may have taken place 
between her, as a State, and the General Govern- 
ment. Whenever Massachusetts, as an individual 
owner of certain real estate within her limits, is 
injured by any act or conduct of hers, then she, 
like all other individuals, may seek her remedy 
from that State; but she must recollect she is but 
an individual proprietor, having a stake in the 
soil, and the soil only. 

But, sir, let us suppose that the gentleman quits 
the position he assumed, as calling for this inform- 
ation as a member of Massachusetts, and that he 
calls for it in his relation as the Representative of 
a part of the people of the United States on this 
floor—should it be granted? Neither of the mem- 
bers from Maine have desired it; nay, the hon- 
orable gentleman confesses that he did not consult 
any one of them upon the subject; neither has the 
Executive desired it, either for its own justifica- 
tion or any other purpose. Neither of the par- 
ties interested, and only interested, have made 
any request on the subject; and yet, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, out of his abundant 
regard and solicitude for the interests and honor 
of Maine, (for I can see no other reason,) wishes 
to know whether the jurisdiction of Maine has 
been infringed upon, and desires to sce (if any) 
what correspondence has taken place between 
her and the General Government on the sub- 
Sir, it seems to me that such curiosity 
in a stranger to the parties is improper, if it is not 
officious. Sir, Ido not object to this resolution 
because I fear that inany manner it will os 
implicate the honor of the State which, in part, 
represent on this floor. Iexpressly disavow any 
such feeling. So far as the honor of the State is 
concerned, I should be perfectly willing to have 
every act done, every word written, and every- 
thing proposed or intimated by that State, laid 
open to the world, I fear not that she would suf- 
fer by it. 1 object solely for two reasons: in the 
first place, that if, as from the President’s mes- 
sage, a hope remains of a peaceable adjustment of 
this perplexing question, a full answer to the res- 
olution would not do good, but might do harm. 
And secondly, because the call, coming as it does, 
is derogatory to the State, and to its members 
upon the floor of this and the other House, and 
among whom are some of the gentleman’s most 
ardent political friends. I 


legislative action of this House upon the sub- 

ject; nor indeed can I well see how any can be 

had. If any communications have taken place 

between the government of Maine and the Gen- 
= 

eral Government, it must be in the character of 


the latter, as general guarantee to the individual | 


States of their rights and territory, and to the Ex- 
ecutive in his capacity as a component part of the 
treaty-making power, through which all attempts 
ata peaceable adjustment of this controversy must 
be had. Does this House seek to intrude itself 


upon that power, and appropriate to itself rights | 


which, by the Constitution, are secured to differ- 
ent branches of the Government? But, sir, I princi- 
pally oppose the resolution, because uncalled for 
as itis, either by the Executive Government on the 
one hand, and the State on the other. This House 
ought to have too much respect for the rights of 
States to countenance this attempt of the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts, the more especially as | 


from his own statement he does not make the call 
in his capacity as a legislator of the Union, but 
asa enon of Massachusetts; which State, from 
common civility to her sister State, should have 
made the call, if necessary, directly upon her. I 
warn this House to be careful how they justify 
this course—how they approbate this precedent. I 


out let, hindrance, or control; he has as many || ask, what would have been the language of Geor- 


do not understand | 
from the gentleman that he contemplates any | 
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| gia, for example, if, contrary to either her wishes 
or that of the General Government, the corre- 
spondence of her Executive with the Executive of 
the Union had been called for by a member from 
a different State, wholly uninterested in the mat- 
ter, what would have been the feelings of that 
State, or of any other State in the Union? 1 say 
_ that a precedent for this call, made in this manner, 
cannot be found in the whole legislative history of 
this country; and I again warn the real friends of 
State rights how they countenance it. It is de- 
rogatory to every member of both Houses of Con- 
gress from Maine, because it virtually premises 
that they are forgetful of her honor and interest. 

Mr. LINCOLN disavowed any intention of 
| arraigning Maine, or of interfering in any way 

with her honor or interest. 

Mr. PARKS. I am well aware, Mr. Speaker, 
| that the honorable gentleman expressly disavows 
| any such intent, and I am not the less aware, sir, 
, that such is the inference that must be drawn 
| from the resolution, viz: that the members from 
Maine are derelict to her honor and interests, and 
that they have to take wing and lodge themselves 
under the protecting and fostering care of Massa- 
_chusetts. The gentleman says: ‘* Would to God 
1 could speak for Maine on this floor!”’? Mr, 
Speaker, I well know that Massachusetts has a 
strong desire to take the benighted people of Maine 
under her care and protection, and that nothing 
prevents but the indifference of the people them- 
selves to profit by so high an honor. 1 should 
have thought, sir, but for the resolution of yes- 
| terday, that the people of the State which the 
gentleman represents must, by this time, have 
learned, by the frequent rejection of their kind 
offices, and more particularly by the events of the 
last summer, that the people of Maine consider 
themselves as of age, and abundantly capable of 
forming their own opinions on public matters, 
protecting their own rights and caters and se- 
curing her own best interests. The gentleman 
says the honor of Maine is not in his hands. 
True, sir, it is not. It is here in the hands of her 
Senators and Representatives; and when they 
shall prove recreant to, or insufficient for, the 
task confided to them, she will recall them, and 
either send others better fitted for the trust, or 
perhaps call on the gentleman from Massachusetts 
for aid, 

Mr. Speaker, I again repeat that I do not op- 
| pose the passage of this resolution because I fear 

that any developments that might be made would 
| compromit the honor of my State. I believe itis 

**above fear and above reproach;’’ if not, then 
| let her suffer for it. But, sir, I oppose itas setting 
a precedent injurious, as I believe, to State rights, 
and as being an unauthorized interference in the 
affairs existing between one of the sovereign 
States of this Union and the General Government, 
which will tend strongly, to say the least, to de- 
stroy all that parliamentary courtesy which ought 
ever to existon this floor, between the Represent- 
atives of the people of different independent com- 
munities. 

Mr. EVANS was ignorant of the intention of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Linco.n] 
to offer the resolution under consideration. He 
contended that the motion was not only proper, 
but necessary. That information was requisite 
to enable members from the State of Maine to act 
and vote understandingly on this important sub- 
ject. Massachusetts (he said) was no volunteer 
in the matter; her aid had been asked by a special 
raission from the State of Maine; and even if it 
were not so, any member on that floor, let him 
come from what State he might, had a right to 
ask for the information required. Maine had in- 
variably looked to the aid of Massachusetts in 
the progress of this controversy. She had not 
looked in vain, and she had always felt grateful 
to that State for the coéperation sul seabed which 
she had received from that quarter. This was 
the first time that he had ever heard Massachu- 
setts reproached for her determination to stand 
by Maine in this contest. 

Mr. PARKS explained. He did not reproach 
Massachusetts because she had consented to stand 
by Maine in this controversy. But he did not 
thank Massachusetts for coming forward here 
witha roposition on this subject, without con- 
sulting Maine or any one of her members on this 
floor. 


| Mr. EVANS continued. 





? 


His colleague did 
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not think that because Massachusetts held an in- 
terest in the property within the territory in 
dispute with Great Britain, she had any right to 


interfere, and he had also stepped aside to assail | 
the manner in which this right of property was |, 
acquired by Massachusetts. The separation of | 


Maine from Massachusetts was a matter of com- 
womise. There were a great many individuals 
in the present State of Maine who were opposed 
to the separation, because, perhaps, they were 
unwilling to part with the preponderating politi- 
cal influence of Massachusetts. His colleague 
was among the number who were decidedly op- 
posed to the separation, : : 

Mr. PARKS again rose.in explanation. He 
opposed the terms of separation, because the new 
State was required to surrender to Massachusetts 
so much of her territory, and not in consequence 
of any political consideration. 

Mr. EVANS said he accepted the explanation. 
He did not pretend to know the precise motives 
which had actuated his colleague, and he begged 
his pardon if he had mistaken them. 

But his colleague had argued that this call for 
information was unnecessary, inasmuch as no 
legislative action was contemplated, or could 
necessarily grow out of it. How does he know 
this? If it should turn out that the Government 
of Great Britain was exercising practical juris- 
diction within the territory in dispute, contrary 
to a positive pledge to refrain from any such as- 
sumption, might not legislation on our part very 


properly flow from such a course of proceedings? | 

Mr. E. proceeded, at some length, to examine | 
the history of the negotiations with Great Britain | 
in relation to the matter in dispute, and contended 
that Massachusetts held such an interest in the de- || 
cision of the subject, as would completely justify | 


her in inquiring what was the present state of 
these negotiations. For aught she knows, a prop- 
osition might be made by the British Government 


to pay a sum in money for the lands in dispute; | 


and if so, had not that State a right to inquire 
what disposition had been, or was to be, made of 
this money? Ele could not see how Maine could 
be degraded by such a step on the partof Massa- 


chusetts. Perhaps his colleagues had some know!- | 


edge touching the present state of the negotiations 
on the subject. He had none. 

have this information—he wished to know 
whether the negotiation was resumed upon a 
basis which would satisfy Maine? On this sub- 
ject his colleague seemed content—le was not. 
It was true that Maine had been very quiescent 
for some time past. ‘There had been no minister 
in London (where the negotiations were pend- 
ing) for about two years and a half. 
eral years this boundary question had formed a 
most exciting topic in Maine. Latterly there had 


been great apathy—hardly a whisper was heard. | 
Those who formerly spoke the most and the | 


loudest on this subject had become perfectly calm 
and indifferent. 

In conclwsion, Mr. E. said that this was a 
question in which the whole Union should feel 
interested. The disputed territory, although a 

art of the State of Maine, was also a part of the 


) 

United States, and he could see no impropriety || 
in amember from any other State proposing a |) 
call for information upon a subject in which the | 


nation generally was concerned. 

Mr. LINCOLN said, that from the admonition 
he had received from the first member from Maine 
[Mr. Parks] who had addressed the House, it 
might hereafter be a question of consideration 
how far it would be proper for him to submit a 


proposition here without first seeking a confer- | 


ence with that gentleman. He offered, as an 
apology for what had been termed a gratuitous 


interference with the affairs of Maine, the pecu- | 


liar interest which Massachusetts possessed in 
the subject. The member from Maine had evaded 
the true question, and had referred to motives. 
His motives in offering the resolution were of a 
most disenterested character. But the gentleman 
had complained of the terms upon which Maine 
had become an independent State. 
complaint just? He thought not. Massachu- 
setts, prior to the separation, was a first-rate 


State in point of population and territory,and by | 
the act of separation she was, in this particular, | 


only a third-rate State. Was it, therefore, un- 


reasonable that she should seek to retain a part 
of the waste and uncultivated lands within the 






He desired to | 


For sev- | 


Was that | 


| boundary of the new State, to be disposed of for 

her peculiar benefit! Was that derogatory to 
| her? Were not similar terms exacted upon the ad- 
; mission of the other States into the Union? Had 
not Massachusetts as much right to claim this 


wildand uncultivated lands, subject to her future 
disposition, upon the formation of a new and in- 
dependent State? This was no new principle. 
It was the first time that he had heard Massa- 


tion by imposing hard and unfair terms upon 
Maine. There was a time, and there was record 
evidence of the fact, that quite a different feeling 
prevailed, 

Mr. L. was at a loss to perceive any objection 
which could be properly urged against the pro- 
posed call forinformation. ‘The subject to which 
it had reference involved interests of great mag- 
nitude. No less than five million acres of land, 
worth about $15,000,000, were in dispute. The 
question relative to French spoliations was of 
far less importance, and even that question was 
now agitating the whole country. It had been 

' urged that Massachusctts could obtain the desired 
information through her land agents in Maine. 
This was a mistake. They could not obtain it. 
Besides, they might be arrested by the British 
authorities. The gentleman said that no legisla- 
tion was to follow upon the reception of this in- 
formation. Who authorized him to make any 
such assertion? But it was contended that it was 
derogatory to go to the Department here for the 
correspondence with the Government of Maine; 
and it was asked why we do not seek it by ap- 
plying to the latter? There was a reason why 
Massachusetts should not apply to Maine for in- 
formation. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Parks] was appointed a commissioner to seek the 
aid of Massachusetis in preventing a surrender 
of this disputed territory. Massachusetts did 
| pledge herself to stand by Maine in this contro- 
versy. Whatshortly followed this pledge? Why, 
the Legislature of Maine, with closed doors, re- 
ceived a proposition to surrender to the General 
Government the whole territory in dispute, to be 
negotiated away for money, and this, too, with- 
out informing Massachusetts that she had taken 
such a step. But this call did not propose to go 
back that far in the history of the transaction, 
and the gentleman need not fear that anything 
would be furnished connected with the proceed- 
ings to which he had just referred. He intended 


reservation as had the United States to retain | 


chusetts accused of having agreed to the separa- 


no indignity to the government of Maine by his ' 


resolution. He had proposed a simple call for 
information which might be given, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest. 
important to the interests of those he represented 
that this information should be obtained, and it 
was with that view that he had submitted the 
motion. 
Mr. FOSTER, in addressing the House, re- 
marked that it was very annoying to be engaged 
in, or to interfere with, family quarrels; but the 
| position taken and allusions made by various 
members would justify a few remarks from him. 
| He could see no positive impropriety in the call 
on the President for information proposed in the 
resolution. ‘There appeared to him just as much 
propriety in a call upon the President for inform- 
ation in regard toa negotiation between the State 
of Maine and the General Government, as if that 
negotiation were pending between the latter and a 
foreign Power. If this call had been made upon 
the State of Maine, it would, of course, have been 
inadmissible; and if gentlemen had called upon 
‘him for his opinion upon that point it would 

freely have been given. The jurisdiction of the 
' Federal courts was operative in Maine as in other 
States. After a few other remarks, (inaudible to 
'| the reporter,) Mr. F’. said he heard from gentle- 
/ men on that floor words like ** the free, sovereign, 
and independent State of Maine.’’ It was music 
to his ears,and sounded like the harbinger of the 
final predominance of correct principles. It looked 
'as if Maine, at least, was not only assefiting to, 
but about again enjoying, her sovereign and in- 
‘alienable State rights. Mr. F. said it would be 

remembered that he had, at a former period, had 
| occasion to broach this doctrine on that floor; 
and he rejoiced to hear it boldly proclaimed there, 
by the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Evans,] that 
|| the General Government of the United States 
‘| possessed no power to dispose of any part of the 


He thought it | 
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'| territory of his State; and that, if that General 


75 


Government did so, the act would be null, wncon- 
stitutional, and void. ‘This very principle (said Mr. 
F.) has heretofore been prostrated by the force 
of—a name. He would gladly, on all oceasiogg, 
stand by the State of Maine, when she asserted 
these principles, so vitally important in the pres- 
ervation of our free institutions. An allusion had 
been made to the fact, that Maine had sent a 
minister plenipotentiary to Massachusetts to 
negotiate m reference to her rights. This was all 
considered perfectly justifiable on the part of 
Maine; but how long was it since another State 
was snecred at fora similar act? He held, that 
the States, in their individual and sovereign 
capacities, had the right of treating with each 
other by ministers, delegates, or otherwise. He 
referred to the resolutions passed some four or 
live years ago by the Legislatures of Maine and 
of Massachusetts on this northern boundary and 
State rights question. He hailed them, and he 
hoped they would long be hailed, as burning and 
shining lights to govern other States who were 


| seeking and straggling for their rights—those 


| such States, that in these prine 


rights which were never delegated, and which 
were inherent only in themselves. He would warn 
iples was the rock 
of their political salvation; and * rejoiced to see 
them spreading from one end of the Talon to the 
other. He concluded by hoping that all opposi- 
tion to the adoption of the resolution would be 
withdrawn. 
Mr. GILLET here moved to lay the resolution 
on the table; which he afterwards modified by a 


| call for the orders of the day. 


‘The question on this motion was decided in 
the negative—ayes 69, noes 70. 

Mr. SMITH said, if he were influenced by the 
feelings, or some of the prominent considerations 
which had been expressed by his honorable col- 
league who had last spoken, [Mr. Evaws,] in 


| relation to the resolution of the honorable gentle- 
/ man from Massachusetts, he certainly could not 


| pending negotiation. 


feel justified in giving the vote which his honor- 
able colleague had indicated that he should give, 
nor in entertaining the conclusions which he does 
upon this subject. 

The House will remark, sir, that my colleague 
commenced his observations with an expression 
of entire indifference as to the fate of the resolu- 
tion which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
has offered. Sir, were IL indifferent to a resolu- 
tion, involving matters of such vast importance 
to the people of Maine, being one of her Repre- 
sentatives, | could not vote in favor of it. 

But the gentleman next said, that he does not 
think anything can come out of the resolution if 
passed; that he has no idea that the Executive 
will answer it, or will answer it in any other way 
than by saying, that he has no information that 
can be communicated relative to the subject-mat- 
ter of this resolution, without prejudice to the 
Sir, if I entertained this 
conviction, | certainly should feel myself warring 


| with my sense of duty to vote in favor of the reso- 


lution. Why pass it with such an expectation ? 

Again the gentleman says, that he very much 
questions the propriety of the Executive’s expos- 
ing the correspondence and other documents in- 


| volved in the subjeet-matter of this resolution at 
' the present time, arid while the negotiation is 


| Britain. 


' self has thus avowed. 


pending between this Government and Great 
Sir, could a better reason be given thhei 
such a conviction, to justify and demand that gen- 
tleman’s vote against the resolution? I confess I 
am unable to conceive of a stronger motive for 
opposing the resolution than the gentleman him- 
And yet he expresses his 


|| determination to vote in favor, and advocates the 
| adoption, of the resolution! 


| Suir, the gentleman has further told the House, 
_ and in this I think him correct to a considerable 
extent—that great apathy now prevailsin Maine 
upon this subject. It is so, in one point of view. 
| And is not this another. most satisfactory argu- 
ment against the adoption of the resolution? 
Why force such a call upon the Executive at this 
time, if the people themselves, who are immedi- 
ately interested, are not anxious upon the sub- 
ject? I repeat, sir, that if I were governed only 
by the arguments which the gentleman’s own 
remarks furnish upon this subject, I could not 
with him vote in favor of the resolution. But it 
is true, there is a degree of apathy in Maine, and 


B*y 


7 

- 
; 
- 
: 
H 
: 
; 
- 


pac? Ml 
y 
eens 





Se” Sea e ethane 
Cee ae 


nas 
ain aie 


Garand 
Ab 





~ 
oye 


aed 


{ 
oe 


- y 5 
ss SoBe Hee Seiageet pores 
ee 


a 


“= 


hg linen ii 


~¥4 re - ee 
OE Le REET te, 


; 
oh 
s 


Ne eh em Sg Ee 


peer 


TR 





with the people of Maine, upon this subject, at '| by Maine in this controversy under all circum- | 
|| stances—as he is willing to appeal to the discre- 


the present time. Sir, the people of Maine take 
a proper view of its situation. They consider it in 
hands which are bound tocontrol it; they consider 
itgs sull under negotiation, and ina state of pro- 
gression. And while it is so, they do not desire | 
to interpose obstacles to its right termination, | 
nor to prejudice its progress. My colleague, as 
well as the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
knows, that the negotiation upon this subject is 
still pending between our Government and that 
of Great Britain, for the fact has been so an- | 
nounced in the opening message of the President 
to Congress at its present session, and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has read to the House 
that part of the message. 

But, say, my honorable colleague, [Mr. Evans, ] 
two years anda half have elapsed without any 
minister of this Government at the Court of the 
British Government to attend to this negotiation. 
Sir, this is true; but (said Mr. 8.) lam greatly 
surprised that my honorable colleague should 
have mentioned this fact, either as a reproach 
upon the Executive of this nation, or a reason | 
why this resolution for information should now 
pass. 
these two years and a half to which the gentle- 
man alludes, that our Government has been thus 
long without a representative in England? Has 
it been the fault of the Executive of this nation? | 
or of the State of Maine, or rather, I should ask, | 
has it been the fault of the people of Maine? | 
Does not my honorable colleague, as well as the | 
honorable mover of this resolution, know full 
well, that two attempts have certainly been made 
by the Executive of this nation to have our Gov- 
ernment represented at the British Court, and that 
it is no fault of his that the interests of Maine and | 
Maseachusetts have not been attended to there? 
Sir, let me tell my colleague, and this House also, 


Whose fault has it been, let me ask, during |! 


by such a premature publication. 
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tion of the Executive upon the propriety of com- | 


municating at this time either more or less, or 


| receive it. 


none atall, of the supposed information upon the | 


subject; and as he (Mr. 8.) also had entire con- | 


fidence in the discretion of the President to come | 
. - ' 

municate the documents sought, if any there be, 

or to withhold them, as the interests of Maine, | 


Massachusetts, and the nation may, in his opin- 


ion require, he (Mr. 8.) would, from these insin- | 
uations alone, if the gentleman from Massachu- | 
| setts persists in crowding his resolution upon the 


Executive at this time, vote for its passage. 
(said Mr. 8.) I protest against the idea that there 
is anything in the possession of the Executive in 


2onnection with this matter thatcould, if all were | 


made known to the world, do dishonor to Maine 
or to the national Government. The only rea- 
son existing at the present time, of which he could 
conceive, Why the whole correspondence and 
documents relating to the matter might not be 
properly spread before this House and before the 
world at the present time is, that a negotiation 
upon the subject of them is still pending between 
our Government and a foreign Government, and 
that this negotiation may be greatly prejudiced 
In all other 
respects, I have no fears whatever. There is no 
concealment and no disguise upon the matter, 
which is not for the common benefit of all the 


| States in the Union—all of which are interested 


in the pending negotiation. 

As to the interference, sir, of Massachusetts 
with the affairs of Maine, and upon which one 
of my honorable colleagues has expressed him- 
self in terms that he feels to be justly merited, I 
have not (said Mr. S.) much of feeling. The 


contrary winds—the counter winds—the political 


that the people of Maine understand right well, || 


and most correctly, as I believe, that the want | 
of a national representative at the British Court | 
on the part of our Government, during those two 
and a half years past, has operated as a most | 
serious, if not principal, obstacle in the adjust- 
ment of this most important boundary question, 
in which Maine is so deeply interested. They 
understand, also, that in this omission to be so 
represented abroad, the national Executive is | 
free of all blame, and that upon other heads the 
censure should fall. 

Sir, (continued Mr. S.,) I can see no practical 
good to be accomplished by this resolution. I am 
equally ignorant, with the mover of it, and with 
my colleague, of the nature of any information | 
whieh the Executive can possessupon the subject, | 
proper to be communicated to this House, and | 
to the public, at this time. The negotiation is | 

ending still. But the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts says that State is deeply interested 
in the negotiation; that Maine has heretofore 
sought the aid of Massachusetts in this matter, 
and that Massachusetts freely pledged herself to 
Maine, and most solemnly to stand by her, and 
help to maintain her rights in this controversy, 
at all times and under all circumstances. And 
the gentleman here declares, that Massachusetts 
has been true to her pledges thus given, and he 
here renews those pledges of continued fidelity in 
every event to come. And it is with reference to | 
the alleged interest of that State on this subject, | 
to her past pledges and support of Maine, and to 
her pledges of continued fidelity, he has offered a | 
resolution calling for certain information touching || 
the immediate rights and interests of Maine, with- 
out intending any disrespect to any one. This call 
is also made subject to the very proper condition | 
which I will regard as made in sincerity, that the | 
President shall communicate only such inform- | 
auion, if any, as cannot prejudice the negotiation 
that is now pending. Sir, all this implies a sus- | 
pomee that there may be information possessed 
»y the Executive upon the subject-matter of the | 
negouauion, which the President will think proper 
to communicate to this House and to the public 
at this time. I cannot conceive of its being so. 
I do not believe itis so. But, as the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts thinks otherwise, and is anx- 
ious to be igformed how the fact is—as he alleges 
the deep interest of his State in the matter—as he | 
has reeapitulated her past pledges to Maine, and || 
asserts her constant fidelity to them, and now || 
renews them in the most solemn manner, to stand | 


trade winds of Massachusetts, which are felt oc- 
casionally sweeping over the affairs of Maine, 
like the counter and trade winds which are met 
with upon the natural ocean, serve a most salu- 
tary purpose. ‘They admonish the ycomanry of 
Maine, with great accuracy, of the direction in 
which their true interests are to be pursued. And 
so long as Massachusetts will keep up this sort 
of interest, Maine will continue to be found, as 


she has been for years past, true to her real in- 


terests and principles, Sir, 1 am not sure, never- 
theless, that there would not have been more 
propriety,.and more of honorable courtesy, on 
the part of the gentleman from Massachusetts in 
this matter, if he had consulted with at feast a 
portion of the delegation from Maine in relation 
to his resolution, before having proposed it. I 
did suppose, sir, that the honorable gentleman 


But | 


| the public. 
' the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
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information called for in the resolution he deemed 
extremely important, and if it was proper it 
should be given tothe House, he was anxious to 
His colleague (Mr. Smit] had ex- 
pressed his surprise that, because he (Mr. E.) had 
advanced a doubt whether this information would 
be given, we should ask for it! Mr. E. said 
he was one of those who would not be deterred 
from making due exertions by the existence of 
such a doubt. The possibility of eliciting desir. 
able information was sufficient inducement to him 
to command a trial. It had also been said that the 
negotiation was in a state of progression; he 
would ask what sort of progression ?—whether it 
was backward or forward? The gentleman had 
disavowed all desire of concealment on the part 
of the opponents of the resolution; but (said Mr, 
E.) this is the very gist of this matter. We do 


| complain of concealment; and we desire to know 


what is the progress and purport of this negotia- 


tion between the government of Maine and that 


of the General Government; and if the gentleman 
is sincere in his professions, let him join myself 
and others in bringing the whole subject before 
Mr. E. concluded by an allusion to 


_Foster,] expressing his surprise at now being 
|| denominated a nullifier. 


Mr. SMITH said that there was only a remark 
or two of his honorable colleague to which he 
would advert. The gentleman says there has 
been a desire on the part of the Governor and 
Council of Maine, and of some others, to con- 


_ceal the proceedings which have been had in 


could have found one, certainly, of that delega- | 


tion in whom he could have reposed confidence 
upon the matter. But even that one of my honor- 
able colleagues entirely disclaims all knowledge 
of the honorable mover’s intentions, before the 
resolution was offered; and the gentleman from 
Massachusetts admits, in fact, that he consulted 
none of the delegation from Maine in relation to 
it. To me, sir, it seems that, in a matter of this 
character, there would have been more of courtesy 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts had adopted 
a different course. I have not, however, on ac- 
count of this, any strong feelings. But regarding 
the disposition and pledges of the State of Massa- 
chusetts upon this boundary question—regarding 
what she is said to have done, and is willing to 
do, with Maine in relation to it hereafter—and 


|| Maine, and of all connected wit 


_ relation to this boundary controversy. The gen- 
tleman was very careful to say, or rather not to 


say, that the Governor and Council of Maine 


| had ever been called upon to disclose any por- 
_tion of those proceedings. ¢ 
| recollection, sir—and J think my honorable col- 


According to my 


league’s recollection will confirm my own upon 
the subject—the Legislature of Maine have never 
made a call pon the Governor and Council of 
that State to disclose any of those proceedings. 

Mr. EVANS here rose, and said his recollec- 
tion was not altogether distinct upon the subject, 
but he believed such a call had been attempted, 


_and, if not carried, it was voted down by the 


majority with whom his colleague (Mr. Smith] 
acted in the Legislature of Maine. 

Mr. SMITH. Sir, my honorable colleague 
knows full well, that the people of Maine have 
never called for such a disclosure of those pro- 
ceedings. And whatever the Legislature of that 
State has done, and whatever those who have 
constituted that Legislature and the other official 
organs of the State, for years past, have done, in 
relation to this subject, has been most satisfac- 
torily and triumphantly sustained by the people 
of the State; and it is manifest, that if there has 
been any improper concealment in the matter, of 
which I know nothing, my honorable colleague’s 
remarks of censure strike at the people them- 
selves, and not at their immediate representatives 
in the Legislature, whom they have sustained, 
Sir, I maintain that there is nothing for conceal- 
ment, or which might not be disclosed most credit- 
ably to Maine, if there were no negotiation still 
pending with Great Britain. Under any other 
condition of the affair, I could have no objection 
to spreading the whole of the proceedings of 
i her in it, as 


| well as those of the National Government, before 


altogether repudiating the idea that there is any- | 
thing in this whole subject-matter which need be | 


concealed, except upon the ground that the nego- 
tiation upon it is still pending between our Gov- 


ernmentand Great Britain—regarding, moreover, | 


the gentleman’s assurance, which is very prop- 
erly embodied in his resolution, that he seeks 
nothing which the President may not deem alto- 
gether proper to be communicated at this time, I 
am willing, for one, that his resolution should 
pass. 


Mr. EVANS replied. He said his surprise 


now was, that his colleague (Mr. Situ] should | 


take exceptions to the motives under the influence 


of which he was disposed to vote for the resolu- 


tion, when the gentleman himself avows an inten- 
tion to vote with him. That gentleman was wel- 
come to the benefit of the reasons which might 


induce him to support the resolution, and he || House 


this House and before the world, When I ad- 
dressed this House a short time since, I remarked 
explicitly that I repudiated the idea that there 
was any thing to be concealed at this time upon 


| any other ground than the fear of prejudicing the 


| pending negotiation. And I now say that, having 


entire confidence in the discretion of the Execu- 
tive to determine rightly whether any information 
can be properly communicated at this ume or not, 
and not fearing that any can be disclosed at any 


| time discreditable to the State or nation, and re- 


garding the alleged iutcrests of Massachusetts in 
the subject, and her relationships to Maine in it, 
if the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 


insists upon the poneege of the resolution, I am 
th 


willing, for one, that it should pass, believing that 
to be the most judicious course under the circum- 
stances of the case as now presented. 

Mr. WARD moved (by consent) that when the 
adjourns, it adjourn to Saturday next at 


a 
claimed the same indulgence for himself. The || twelve o'clock. 








1834. 


On this question Mr. BEATY asked for the 

cas and nays; but the motion was not seconded 
t the House. 

Mr. CHILTON then moved to amend the mo- 
tion by substituting Friday for Saturday. 

This was also negatived; and the motion of Mr. 
Warp was agreed to. ; 

The House then adjourned, to meet again on 
Saturday, the 27th instant. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarvurpay, December 27, 1834. 


Mr. SOUTHARD presented a memorial, signed 
by sundry citizens of the city of Washington, 
praying relief of Congress from the eer 
difficulties in which the city is involved; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


TH 


/ COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on | 


Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
Purser W. B. Zantzinger. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill for the relief of Tuffts & 
Clark. 


|| ico, and the Government of the United States of | 


Mr. ROBINSON presented certain joint reso- | 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Illinois, | 


instructing their Senators, and requesting their 
Representatives in Congress, to use their exer- 


tions to procure the passage of a law establishing | 


ports ofentry at Ottawa, on the Illinois, Lafayette, 
on the Wabash, and at Galena, in that State; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

On motion of Mr. RUCHANAN, the petition 
of Thomas Anderson. on the files of the Senate, 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported the bill from the House 


of Representatives for the relief of Nicholas D. | 


Coleman. 
On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, December 27, 1834. 


The Hon. Rozert T. Lyte, of Ohio, appeared, 
and was qualified. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 

Mr. EVANS, of Maine; 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire; 

Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. JANES, of Vermont; 

Mr. WARD, of New York; 

Mr. GALBRAITH, of Pennsylvania; 


|| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expe- 


! 
| 
} 


Messrs. LOYALL and WILSON, of Virginia; | 


Messrs. TOMPKINS and JOHNSON, of Ken- 
tucky; 

My. POLK, of Tennessee; 

Mr. CRANE, of Ohio; 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana; 

‘ Messrs. CASEY, MAY, and REYNOLDS, of 
linois; 

{Mr. Casey introduced a resolution passed by 
the Legislature of Illinois, instructing the Sena- 
tors, and requesting the Representatives, from 
that State, to use their exertions to have ports of 
entry established on the Wabash, lilinois, and 
Fever rivers; which, on his motion, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. May presented the petition of a number of 


'| Carolina, at Hugh Gormlecy’s, on Tennessee || 


citizens of Sangamon and Morgan counties, pray- | 


ing the establishment ofa post route from Beards- 
town, in Morgan county, to New Salem, in San- 
gamon county; which, on his motion, was re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and | 


Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of John Scott, of McLean 
county, Illinois, praying compensation for prop- 
erty lost during the revolutionary war.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Which petitions and memorials were appro- 
priately referred. ; 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to con- 
tinue the office of Commissioner of Pensions; 


which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions, reporied-a bill for the relief of John |, 1782, signed Timothy Pickering, 
Moore; which was read twice, and committed. 3 0 


|| tion of the latter Government, and as an independ- 


|| On motion of Mr. BROWN, it was 
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his order, the payment in specie of $209, with 
interest at SIX percentum per annum, until paid, 
and that the papers heretofore submitted be again 
referred to said committee. 5 


On motion of Mr. FOWLER, it was 


On motion of Mr. POTTS, it was 
Resolved, That a committee be appointed on 
enrolled bills. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT BROWNSVILLE. 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at Brownsville, in Penn- 
sylvania. 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
| expediency of establishing a mail route from 
Hamburg, via Franklin and Sparta, to Newton, 
in the county of Sussex, and State of New Jer- 
sey. 


NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. LiNCOLN, was again taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested to lay before this House (if, 
in his opimion, it is not incompatible with the 
public interest) any communications which may 
have been had between the Government of the 
United States and that of Great Britain, since 
the rejection, by the former, of the advisory 
opinion of the King of the Netherlands, in refer- 
ence to the establishment and final settlement of 
the northeastern boundary of the United States, 
heretofore in controversy between the two Gov- 
ernments, And that he also be requested to 
communicate any information he may possess, 
of the exercise of practical jurisdiction, by the 
authorities of the British province of New Bruns- 
wick, over the disputed territory, within the 
limits of the State of Maine, according to the 
1819 true line of boundary as claimed by the United 


Al het] if 1 lati States, and especially upon that part of the ter- 

, — vas rl : ae ae * nt regu’ations |! ritory which has been incorporated, by the 
ave Le > are > pe a :< — . ° e * 

1ave been entere into yetween the commission | Government of Maine, into the town of Mada- 

ers of this and the Government of Mexico to 


; : | waska; together with such representations aud 

carry into execution the conditions of the above | correspondence (if any) as have been had by the 

_ mentioned stipulations, posterior to the recogni- | Executive of that State with the Government of 
the United States on the subject. 

Mr. PARKS said he did not intend to occupy 
the time of the House by further debating this 
resolution. He merely rose to divest himself of 
the plumage which had been thrown over him 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Lin- 
coLtn.] He was not, as had been stated, the 
author of the report and resolutions which had 
been adopted by the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts on this subject. He was simply the agent 
appointed by the Legislature of Maine to carry 
to the Legislature of Massachusetts certain re- 
solves of the former. The report and resolutions 
which had been alluded to were written by a 
gentleman of high character, and who was now 
a member of the Legislature of Massachusetts. 
The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Foster,] 
seemed somewhat surprised to learn that the peo- 
ple of Maine were in favor of State rights. He 
could tell the gentleman that, however other 
States might oscillate from one extreme to the 
other, on the subject of State rights, the princi- 
ples of Maine had always remained the same; 
and the gentleman was welcome, so faras he was 
concerned, to all the gratification which the an- 
| nunciation of this fact could give him. 

Mr. GILLET moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; which was decided in the negative— 
yeas 77, nays 79. 

The resolution was then agreed to, by the fol- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Heman 
Allen, John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, Ashley, 
Banks, Bates, Baylies, Briggs, Chambers, Chil- 
ton, Samuel Clark, William Ciark, Clowney, Cor- 
win, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Amos 
Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, 
Evans, Fillmore, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, 
| Gamble, Garland, Gholson, Gordon, Gorham, 

Graham, Grenncll, Griffin, Joseph Hall, Hiland 
Hall, Hard, Hardin, Harrison, Hazeltine, Heis- 
ter, William Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, 
William C. Johnson, Henry Johnson, Lay, 
Letcher, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Manning, Mar- 
tindale, Marshall, Moses Mason, Mcarty, Mc- 
Kay, McKennan, Miller, Miner, Muhlenberg, 
Phillips, Pickens, Pinckney, Pope, Potts, Ram- 
say, Reed, Robertson, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Slade, Sloane, Smith, Spangler, Stewart, Phile- 
mon Thomas, Tompkins, ‘Trumbull, Tweedy, 
Vinton, Frederick Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, 
‘and Wise—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Adams, William Allen, 

Anthony, Bean, Beaumont, Bockee, Boon, Boul- 


RESOLUTIONS. 


| Mr. BYNUM submitted the following resolu- | 
tion; which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
day: 
Resolved, That the Executive be requested to 
cause to be laid before this House, as soon as 
practicable, such information in relation to the | 
relative positions of the province of Texas, one | 
of the United Provinces of the Republic of Mex- 


| North America; as may be in possession of either | 
the Departments, not toes incompatible with | 
the interests of either of the two Governments. 
Also, what progress has been made in distin- | 
| guishing the boundary lines between this Govern- | 
'ment and the Republic of Mexico, which were 
to be run in conformity with the stipulations 
made and entered into between the Government 
of Spain and that of the United States, as ratified 
by the latter in Congress, on the 22d of February, 


ent Republic. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 

Means be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
ae of making a sufficient appropriation to | 

| complete the improvement on the Red river, in 
| the State of Louisiana and Territory of Arkansas, | 
in the course of the ensuing year. 
On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | 


| diency of providing by law for the construction 
| of a road across the big Swamp, in the county 
of New Madrid, in the State of Missouri, on the 
most eligible route from the Mississippi, in the 
direction of Batesville, Arkansas Territory, and 
that an adequate quantity of the public land on 
| said route be appropriated to effect that object. 

| On motion of Mr. LEA, it was 

| Resolved, That the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
froin Marysville, in the State of ‘Tennessee, by 
way of Montrail Springs, so as to intersect the 
, route from Madisonville, Tennessee, to North 


river. 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
from Knoxville, in the State of ‘Tennessee, by 
| way of Low’s Ferry, on Clinch river, to Richard 
Oliver’s, in Anderson county. 
| Resolved, That the Committce on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
| into the expediency of establishing a mail route 
| from Philadelphia, in Monroe county, Tennessee, | 
| by way of Witten’s Store, on Pond creek, to | 
| Washington, in Rhea county, in said State, 


| On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the sale of certain lands at Toledo, in 
Michigan Territory, granted for the use of the 
University of said Territory. 


| Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- | 
| ary Claims be directed to inquire into the expe- | 
| diency of making provision by law for the pay- 
| mentof Joseph Morrill, assignee of John Carman, 
of certificate No. 12,171, dated the Ist January, |, 
Quartermaster || 
i General, ta. secure to the said 


hn Carman, or || din, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, 
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Carr, Casey, Claiborne, Clay, Day, Dickerson, 
Dunlap, Ferris, Forester, Fowler, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, ‘Thomas H. Hall, Hal- 





sey, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, Hathaway, | 


Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, Huntingdon, 
luge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah John- 


son, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kilgore, Kin- | 
i Lea, | 
Thomas Lee, Loyall, Lyon, Lytle, Joel K. Mann, | 


nard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte,e Luke 
Mardis, May, McIntire, McLene, Robert Miteh- 
ell, Morgan, Murphy, Parks, Parker, Patterson, 
Dutee J. Pearce, Peyton, Franklin Pieree, Pier- 
son, Polk, Reynolds, Schenck, Shinn, Standefer, 
Taylor, Thomson, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, 
Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, and Webster—79. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing letter from the Secretary of the Treasury: 
Treasuny DerartrMent, 


December 26, 1834. 
Sia: 


resolution of the House of Representatives passed 
on the 11th instant, directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury ** to communicate to the House of Rep- 


‘ reacntatives, as soon as practicable, copies of the | 


‘correspondence not heretofore communicated, 
‘which had taken place between him and the 
‘ President of the 


the honor to submit a copy of a letter on that sub- 
ject received from the President of the Bank of 
‘the United States on the 28th ultimo, and the reply 
thereto by this Department on the 24th instant. 


In order to make the contents of both more | 
intelligible, and to include all probably embraced 


by the resolution, I have taken the liberty to pre- 
ecde them by acopy of the Treasury circular, 
issued by this Department on the 5th ultimo, to 
which these letters so frequently refer, with a 
copy of the communication of that date, trans- 
mitting it to the bank. 
I have the honor to remain, very respectfully, 
your obedient servant, 
LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasuru. 
Tur Hon. true SPEAKER OF THE 
Liouse or RepresenTATIvEs. 


Which letter, and the accompanying docu- | 
ments, on motion of Mr. Hensarp, was laid on | 


the table, and directed to be printed. 

Mr. HUBBARD said this correspondence was 
of an important character; he, therefore, (by 
consent, moved that ten thousand 
copies be printed, 

After some conversation between 
HUBBARD, FOSTER, MARTINDALE, and 
GARLAND, the motion was, with the assent of 
the mover, laid over to Monday. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- | 


answer to a resolution of the &th instant relative 
to the ship house, &e., at Navy Point, New 
York; which was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, inclosing 
a copy of a survey of the Falls of the Ohio river; 


munication from the Secretary of the Navy in 


which was referred to the Committee on Roads | 


and Canals. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter | 
from the Secretary of War, in response to a reso- | 


lution of the 15th instant, inclosing a report of 
the Commissary General of Purchases upon the 


In obedience to the first clause of the | 


jank of the United States, on | 
‘the subject of the bank drafts,’’ &c., | have new | 


additional | 








to the refusal of the French Government to make 
provision for the execution of the treaty between | 
the United States and France, concluded on the 
4th of July, 1831, requested by their resolution | 
of the 24th inst. , 


ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuimcron, December 27, 1834. ; 


On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the message and 


| accompanying papers were referred to the Com- | 





Messrs. 


| clary Committec. 


| the petition of George Bently and others. 


claim of David Cook; which was referred to the | 


Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, under the 
act for the relief of insolvent debtors; Which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in response to a resolution of the 11th instant 
relative to the public lands; which was committed 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and directed to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The following message from the President of | 


the United States was received by the hands of 
Mr. Donerson, his Private Secretary: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit to the House a report from the See- 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1} 


| 





| 


j 


| 


| ate a communication from the Treasury a. 


| MANN, WARDWELL, HUNTINGTON, and 


mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be | 
printed, 

On motion of Mr. REED, ten thousand extra 
copies of the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, communicating the number, names, 
pay, &c., of those persons engaged in the several 


custom-houses in the United States, were ordered | 


The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 29, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by Mr. 
SILSBEE, Mr. HENDRICKS, Mr. EWING, | 
and Mr. TOMLINSON. 
Mr. EWING presented a memorial from the | 


to be printed. | 


Legislature of Ohio, praying the passage of a | 


law, by Congress, to adjust and settle the north- 
ern boundary line of the State of Ohio; which 


| was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS, ETC. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ment relative to the insolvent debtors of the Uni- 
ted States. 
Also a memorial from citizens of Hillsborough, 


Pennsylvania, praying an additional appropria- 


tion for the continuation and repair of the Cum- 


| berland road; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Roads and Canals. 

He also laid before the Senate a memorial from 
citizens of New York, praying Congress to fit out 
an exploring expedition to the South Seas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

NOTICCS OF BILLS. 

Me. KING, of Georgia, gave notice that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to bring in a bill to 
establish a mail route in East Florida. 

Mr. TOMLINSON gave notice that to-mor- 
row he would ask leave to introduce a bill for the 


relief of Walter Lomax and Abel Gay. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave given, in- 
troduced a bill for the relief of (David McCord; | 
which was twice read, and referred to the Judi- 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BELL, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter. | 
Mr. BELL also reported unfavorably upon | 





RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 
Mr. WHITE submitted the following resolu- | 


tion: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- | 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the pro- 
pricty of providing by law for the payment of 
the commutation of five years’ full pay to the 
heirs of Harry Dixon, a colonel in the North 
Carolina line or continental establishment during 
the revolutionary war. 

The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, December 29, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Mr. HALL, of Vermont. 
Messrs. CAMBRELENG, VANDERPOEL, 


HAZELTINE, of New York; 

{Mr. Mawn, of New York, presented the peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of the State of New York, 
praying for the passage of a law to permit the | 
introduction of red cedar timber, prepared for | 
railroads, into the United States free of duty.] 

Messrs. HARPER and McKENNAN, of 
Pennsylvania; 

Mr. MecKIM, of Maryland: 

Messrs. MOORE, TAYLOR, WIS, FUL- 


retary of State, together with the papers relating || TON, and LOYALL, of Virginia; 
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Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, of North Carolina. 

Mr. CLAYTON, of Georgia; ; 

Messrs. TOMPKINS and BEATY, of Kep- 
tucky; 

Saemee CRANE and THOMSON, of Ohio- 

Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana; P 

Mr. MAY, of Hlinois; 


{Mr. May presented the petition of Jozettp 
Beaubien, praying permission to locate two sec- 
tions of land in lieu of two sections reserved to 
her under the treaty of 1832, between the United 
States and the Pottawattomie Indians. 

Also, the petition of B. M. Hays, praying ro- 
muneration for hospital stores furnished the troops 
during the late Indian disturbances, and for at- 
tendance upon the sick, whilst in the service of 
the United States.] 

Messrs. McKINLEY and MARDIS, of Ala- 
bama; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. Speaker BELL, of Tennessee; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 


Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill for the settlement of the 
account of Edmund Roberts; which was read 


|| twice and committed. 


| Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a 

bill to carry into effect the convention between 
| the United States and Spain; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on In- 
_ valid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension 
| to Simon 8. Morris; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. McINTIRE, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Laurentius 
M. Eiler; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported a bill to amend 
| the several acts for the establishment of the ter- 
-_ritorial government of Florida; which was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
_ reported a bill for the relief of Moses Bliss; which 
was read twice and committed. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made a report adverse to the peti- 
tion of the heirs of Francis Jarvis, deceased; 
which was laid on the table and directed to be 
printed. 

Mr. M., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for the relief of the heirs of James Tote, 
deceased; which was committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and made the order of the 
day for Tuesday next. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made an unfavorable report upon the 
petition of Rufus Parker; and the same was laid 
| on the table. 

Mr. KINNARD, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, made an unfavorable report on 
the petition of Charles C. Mill. 

Unfavorable reports were also made by Messrs. 
MUHLENBERG, MITCHELL of Ohio, BAY- 
LIES, LAY, and WISE, from standing commit- 
tees, upon petitions of various individuals, whose 
names were not heard by the reporter. 


VOTING VIVA VOCE. 


The following resolution, submitted on Wed- 
nesday last by Mr. Reynoups, was taken up: 
| Resolved, That hereafter, in all elections made 
| by the House of Representatives for officers, the 
votes shall be given viea voce, each member in 
his place naming aloud the person for whom he 
votes. 

Mr. REYNOLDS remarked, that the resolution 
' was of some importance, and that he did not wish 
to force it on the consideration of the House at 
this time, but wished the action on it at some 
time; and that he perceived that there were many 
members absent from their seats. He therefore 
would move to postpone the further consideration 
of the subject until Tuesday week. 

After some conversation between 


Messrs. 


REYNOLDS, HUBBARD, CLAY, McKEN- 
NAN, and HARDIN, the motion to postpone 
was agreed to. 














TEXAS. 

The following resolution, submitted on Satur- | 
day by Mr. Bynum, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Executive be requested to | 
cause to be laid before this House, as soon as | 
practicable, such information in relation to the 
relative positions of the province of Texas, one | 
of the United Provinces of the Republic of Mex- | 
ico, and the Government of the United States of 
North America, as may be in possession of either | 
of the Departments, notdeemed incompatiblé@with | 
the interests of either of the two Governments. 

Also, what progress has been made in_distin- 
guishing the boundary lines between this Govern- 
ment and the Republic of Mexico, which were 
tobe run in conformity with the stipulations made 
and entered into between the Government of 
Spain and that of the United States, as ratified by | 
the latter in Congress on the 22d of February, |, 
1819. 

Also, whether, if any subsequent regulations | 
have been entered into between the commission- | 
ers of this and the Government of Mexico, to 
carry into execution the conditions of the above 
mentioned stipulations, posterior to the recogni- || 
tion of the latter Government, and as an inde- 
pendent Republic. 


Mr. BYNUM said, that since he had offered | 
the resolution, he had discovered that most of the 
desired information was contained in the annual 
message of the President, at the opening of Con- |, 
gress. He therefore moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. SEVIER hoped the resolution would not || 
be laid on the table, and that it would be permit- 
ted to pass, as full information on the subject was 
desirable. 

Mr. BYNUM had no objection to the adoption 
of the resolution; but he repeated, that most of 
the information required was already in posses- 
sion of the House. 

The resolution was then laid on the table. 


BANK OF THE UNITER STATES. | 


The resolution to print ten thousand extra || 
copies of the correspondence between the Secre- || 
tary of the Treasury and the President of the 
Bank of the United States, was taken up. 

After a few remarks of explanation by Mr. || 
HUBBARD, the mover of the resolution, the 
motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expedienc 
of placing Robert Dunsmore on the pension roll. 

On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making a further appropriation for the 
completion of the repairs and the erection of toll 


gates on the Cumberland road east of the Ohio 
river. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on’ Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an a for a canal be- 
tween Pensacola and Mobile bays. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be instructed to inquire into the || 
expediency of reporting a bill granting unto Ben- | 


oo Cornell, of Newport, in the State of Rhode 
sland, a soldier of the Revolution, a pension. 


On motion of Mr. WARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the expediency of granting to 
the widow of the late General Leavenworth, 
deceased, a sum equal to his pay and emoluments | 


from the time of his death to the thirty-first day | 
of December fnstant. 


On motion of Mr. DICKSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so | 
amending the several acts imposing duties on | 
imports that the same duties be imposed on all | 
books imported hereafter, and printed previous to || 
the year 1814, as are now imposed by law on 


books imported and printed previous to the year | 
1775. 
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On motion of Mr. BEAUMONT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing a mail route from | 
Carbondale, Pennsylvania, through the townships | 
of Greenfield, Abington, and Nicholsoa,to Tunk- | 
hannock. 

Mr. PINCKNEY offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and 
he is hereby, requested to communicate to this 


House such information as may be nees ssary to | 


explain the cause or causes of the suspension of 
the work at Fort Sumpter, in Charleston harbor, 
and whether any, and if any, what measures have 


| been taken by the Department in relation to the 


difficulty from which said suspension has arisen. 
On motion of Mr. BEATY, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post | 


Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
leaving the present route, leading from Barbours- 
ville, in the county of Knox, Kentucky, to Wil- 


|| liamsbury, in Whitly county, at Major Charles 


Rotchholt’s, thence by the mouth of Laurel river, 
the Stone Coal Mines, Somerset, Mount Vernon, 


and Slaughter’s salt works, to Richmond, in | 
Madison county, Kentucky; and that the petitions | 
/and papers, referred at the last session of Con- | 
| gress to said committee, in relation to so much 


of said contemplated route as lies between Rich- 
mond, in Madison county, and Somerset, in 
Pulaski county, be again referred to said commit- 


tee, and that the petitions and papers referred to | 


said committee at the last session relating to 


| post routes from Monroe, Tennessee, by James, 


town, to Monticello, Kentucky, and from Monroe- 


| Tennessee, by Locust Shade to Burkesville, Ken- 
| tucky,and from Burkesville, Kentucky, to Gains- 


borough, Tennessee. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 

Resolved That the Committee of Anvalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


| of granting to Thankfull Randall, formerly the 
| widow of Isaac Pisham, deceased, five years’ half 


pay, to which she was entitled as the widow of 
said Pisham, he having died in the service of the 


| United States, during the late war. 


| 
On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of New 
York, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee of Claims be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of making | 


compensation to Naaman Goodsell, for services 


| rendered by hyn to the United States under the 
| direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


On motion of Mr. THOMSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of granting a quantity of the unsold unap- 
propriated public land in the State of Ohio to that 
Statey to be by her sold, and the proceeds applied 
to the purchase of the Sandy and Beaver canal, 
which is ultimately intended to connect the Ohio 
eanal with that of Pennsylvania. If this plan 


| should not be deemed advisable, to inquire into 
| the expediency of a subscri 


tion by the United 
States fora portion of the said stock, or the grant- 
ing of efficient aid in the construction of said 
canal in any other acceptable mode; and that the 


| several acts of incorporation of said canal com- 
| pany, the report of the engineers who surveyed 


and located it, together with the letters, and other 
papers accompanying them, be referred to said 
committee, and be printed for the use of the 
members of both Houses of Congress. 

On motian of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of making an appropriation for clearing out the 
obstructions in the Muskingum river, in the State 
of Ohio, from the termination of slackwater nav- 
igation at Zanesville, to its junction with the Ohio 
river. 

On motion of Mr. CRANE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of improving the navigation of the Miami 
river of Lake Erie, below the rapids of said river. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation for the purpose of 
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removing the obstructions to the navigation of 
the river Atchafalaya, and Bayou Pigeon, outlets 
of the Mississippi river, in the State of Louisiana. 

On motion of Mr. KINNARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the exnedieney 
of making an appropriation on the Cumberland 
road, in the State of Indiana, and of allowing the 
superintendent of said road in the States of 
Indiana and Ilinois a percents on the amount 
of meney disbursed by him. 


On motion of Mr. MARDIS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of causing a survey and estimate to be made 
for a railroad from the most eligible point on the 
| ‘Tennessee river to the town of Tuscaloosa, and 
| from thence to the Alabama river. And also to 
cause a like survey and estimate to be made for a 
railroad or canal upon the most eligible route 
from the Tennessee river, opposite the head of 
Wills’s Valley, to the Alabama river, so as to 
|, connect the waters of the former with those of 
the latter river. 
|| Mr. SEVIER offered the following resolution; 
which, under a rule of the House, les on the 
table one day: 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested (if not deemed incompatible 
with the public interest) to negotiate with Spain 
for her right and title to the country lying be- 
tween the Sabine and Red rivers, in Arkansas 
| Territory. 

On motion of Mr. REYNOLDS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of providing by law for the survey of the 
following routes, in the State of Illinois, to wit: 

Kaskaskia river, from its mouth to Vandalia; 

Big Muddy river, from its mouth to the bridge 
on it, near Frankfort; and 

Cash river, from its mouth to Vienna. 

The report of the surveys, showing the amount 
of money necessary to their improvement, and 
other necessary information, to be made to the 
/ next Congress. 


NAVY-YARD AT CHARLESTON, 
On motion of Mr. PINCKNEY, the bill estab- 


lishing a navy-yard in the city of Charleston, 
South Carolina, was made the special order of 
the day for Wednesday week. 
| EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 

lowing communications: 
| A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to a resolution of the House of the 24th 
| instant, in relation to the claim of the United 
States upon the Bank of Columbia. Referred to 
| the Committee of Ways and Means. 

A letter from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in 
response to a resolution of the 16th instant, rela- 
tive to the official proceedings of the Government 
directors of the Bank of the United States. Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

A report from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in relation to the bridge across the Potomae at 
Washington. Referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 
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BILLS FROM THE SENATE. 


The following bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
McGee, and Semoise, Creek Indians; 

A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; and 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons, 

An engrossed bill to revive and continue in 
force the act to provide for persons who were dis- 
abled by known wounds received in the revolu- 
tionary war, was read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to equalize and regulate the pay of the 
officers of the Navy, as reported to the House, 
with amendments, from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The first amendment, fixing the pay of senior 
captains ‘ at all tines when in service at $4,500, 
and when on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
at $3,500,’’ was concurred in. 
| The next amendment—which fixes the puy of 





| 
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all other captains, when commanding squadrons 
on coast stations, and when acting as Navy com- 
missioners, at $4,500; when commanding Navy- 
yards, $4,000; on other duty, $3,750; on leave of 
absence or waiting orders, $3,000—being under 
consideration, 


i 
Mr. PARKER moved to strike out the words, | 


‘coast stations, and when acting as Navy com- 
missioners,”’ 

Mr. WATMOUGH expressed a fervent hope 
that the amendment would not be adopted. The 
whole bill, with its numerous amendments, had 
been most elaborately discussed in Committee of 


the Whole, and he believed the sense of the House | 
He did, therefore, par- | 


had been fully elicited. 
ticularly desire that the time of the House should 


not be wasted by farther useless argumentation | 
on points which might already be considered as | 


definitively settled. 


After a few words from Mr. PARKER, in ex- | 


culpation of the motives which induced the offer | 


of the amendment, and from Mr. PINCU NEY, 
in Opposition to it, the motion was rejected, and 


the amendment, as reported to the House from | 


the Committee of the Whole, was concurred in. | 

The next amendment—which fixes the pay of 
master commandant, and commanders, when on | 
sea service, at $2,500; on other duty, at $2,000; | 
and while waiting orders, at $1,800—being under 
consideration, 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend it by insert- 
ing, after the words, ** waiting orders ”’ the words, | 
“or on leave of absence;’’ which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WATMOUGH said he hoped the amend- | 
ment agreed to in Committee of the Whole 
would not be coneurred in by the House; and on | 
the question being taken, the amendment was | 
rejected, 


The amendment relating to licutenants was next 


concurred in, as follows: - 


‘Commanding, one thousand eight hundred | 


dollars; on other duty, one thousand tive hundred 


dollars; waiting orders, one thousand two hund- | 


red dollars.’’ 


Ths next two amendments concerning assistant | 


surgeons and surgeons, were concurred in, after | 
a debate on the motion to add ** pursers ’’ to the 
provisions made for the surgeons. 

The amendment reads: 

Pursers—when attached to vessels for sea | 
service, or at navy-yards, $1,400. When on |} 
leave of absence or waiting orders, $999. 

Mr. WISE asked for some information on the 
subject of the amendment. 


Mr. WATMOUGH then explained the reason | 
which had induced the committee to change the 


He || 


present rerulations concerning pursers. 
stated that it had been deemed expedient to 
abolish the commissions of the pursers on tea 
and sugar sold out to the sailors, and the addi- 


tional salary to the purser was given to compen- | 


sate him tor his loss by this abolition of the 
commissions 


Mr. WISE stated that the fixed pay of pursers | 
at present was very small, and that he had fifty | 
per cent. on the tea, sugar, tobacco, &c., which | 


amounted to some thousands, and a commission of 
twenty-five per cent. ona secondary class of arti- 


cles. The captains, also, in consequence of their | 
insufficient pay, are frequently obliged to borrow | 
He adverted to practices | 
of pursers by which the sailors were heavily | 


money of the pursers. 


taxed. Articles had been purchased ai Gibraltar, 


and, after the vessel had gone to sea, the sailors | 


are compelled to receive these articles at double | 
their cost, and as specie. 


at $14,000. He said he hoped the amendment | 
would not be concurred in, although the purser 
now received four times as much as a captain, 
because he thought the regulation of their pay 
should be made the subject of a separate act. 

Mr. PEARCE made a few remarks on the 
uncertainty of the passage of the bill referred to, 
and opposed the amendment. 

Mr. PARKER hoped the House would reject 


the amendment, and remarked that the gentleman | 


from Pennsylvania had, last session, introduced 
a bill under which he now admitted that the 
pursers had been drawing four dollars a month | 
trom the poor seamen. He wished that there | 
should be no increase of the pay of the pursers. | 


Mr. WAYNE thought that the clause should 


_ = 


He estimated the | 
annual profit of a purser on board a seventy-four | 


| be stricken out, and regretted that he must sep- || accommodations be 


|| arate from the chairman on this question. 

Mr. WATMOUGH said, that it was the ob- 
ject of the provision to strike at these evils if 
they existed. He did not desire to increase, but 
he did desire to bring down the pay of the pur- 
sers, and he had desired to make the bill specific 
on this point. 

Mr. WAYNE said he should probably vote 
to reduce the pay of the pursers at a proper time, 
for he desired that it should be regulated. 

The House then refused to concur 
amendment, 

The following amendments were next consid- 
ered and agreed to: 

Chaplains. — When attached to vessels for sea 
service, orat navy-yards, one thousand two hun- 
dred dollars, 


in the 


When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, | 


eight hundred dollars. 


Professor of Mathematics.—When attached to 
vessels for sea service, orin a yard, one thousand | 


two hundred dollars. 


Secretaries.—To commanders of squadrons, || 
when commanding in chief, one thousand dollars. 
To commanders of squadrons, when not com- 


manding in chief, nine hundred dollars. 


Sailingmasters.—Of a ship of the line, for sea | 


service, one thousand one hundred dollars. 
When on other duty, one thousand dollars. 
When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. 


Second Masters.—When attached to vessels for | 


sea service, seven hundred and fifty dollars. 
When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 


four hundred dollars. 


Passed Midshipmen.—When attached to vessels || for special duties. 


for sea service, six hundred dollars. 
When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 


four hundred dollars, 


Warranted Masters’ Mates.—When attached to 


vessels for sea service, or at navy yards, four 
hundred and fifty dollars. 


three hundred dollars. 


service, four hundred dollars. 
When on duty, three hundred and fifty dollars. 


three hundred dollars. 
Clerks. —Of a yard, nine hundred dollars. 


First clerk to a commandant of a navy-yard, |, 


nine hundred dollars. 


Second clerk to a commandant of a navy-yard, 


seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

To commanders of squadrons, captains of 
fleets, and commanders of vessels, five hundred 
dollars. 

Boatswains, Gunners, Sailmakers, Carpenters.— 


dred and fifty dollars. 


Of a frigate, for sea service, six hundred dol- | 


lars. 
When on other duty, five hundred dollars. 
Whien on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 
three hundred and sixty dollars. 


Officers temporarily performing duties belong- 


ing to those of a higher grade, shall receive the 
compensation allowed to such higher grade, while 
actually so employed. 


No officer shall’ be put on furlough but at his | 
own request; and all officers so furloughed shall | 


receive two thirds only of the pay to which they 

If aify assistant surgeon shall have been absent 
from the United States, on duty, @& the time 
others of his date were examined, he shall, if not 


to the same rank with them, and if from any 


cause his relative rank cannot be assigned to him, | 


he will retain his original position on the Register. 


One ration per day, only, shall be allowed to | 
all officers when attached to vessels for sea ser- | 


vice. 

The compensation hereinbefore specified shall 
be in full for pay and subsistence, and for all 
allowances, in lieu of cabin furniture to com- 
manders of vessels and squadrons, and for all 
allowances for officers attached to navy-yards, or 
employed on any shore duty, except for detention 
an 
rent or chumber muney where quarters or public 
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-he would be induced to shorten the 
would have been entitled if on leave of absence. || 


‘the bill. i ‘ 
. memory, (a trifling one, it is true,) which might 


employment on special services, for house | 
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not provided, and for travel 


| under orders, for which sixteen cents per mile 


shall be allowed. And all acts or parts of acts 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

On the question of concurring with the last of 
the foregoing amendments, a debate ensued on 
a motion of Mr. Resp, to amend it by striking 
out the word ‘* sixteen,”’ and inserting ‘ ten.” 

Mr. WARD moved toinsert the word ** twelve,” 


and ig was accepted as a modification. 


Mr. FILLMORE moved to strike out the allow- 
ance ‘* for detention and employment on special 
service.”’ He stated that if the officer was not 

aid enough for his whole time, the pay should 
e increased. 
Mr. WATMOUGH explained, that an officer 


was frequently transferred from one place to 


another, at an additional charge to himself, and 


it was to compensate him for that that the pro- 
vision was introduced. 


Mr. McKINLEY was opposed to leaving a 


, discretion in the hands of any Department on a 


subject which might lead to favoritism. 
Mr. REED referred to the usages of the De- 
partment. These captains were sometimes taken 


| from their stations and placed on other duties, 


at great additional exp2nse, and it has been usual 


| for the Department to give extra allowance of 
from one to three dollars a day. He was de- 


sirous to cut off all extra allowances. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, it was well known 
that he was friendly to the increase of the pay 
of the naval officers, and it was in that spirit of 


ld '| friendship that he should vote for the motion of 
When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, 


his colleague to strike out the clause under con- 
sideration. He was against all extra allowances 
He had regarded it as one of 
the greatest merits of the bill under discussion, 


|| that it was simple and perspicuous—that itcalled 
When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, || 


things by their right names—and paid the officers 


'| specific sums per annum, and no more. He was 
opposed to et cateras, contingencies, and extra 


allowances. The principle was wrong, and was, 


‘as he could have hoped, inconsistent with the 
When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, || spirit in which this bill was conceived, viz: a de- 
| sire to make such 
Midshipmen.—W hen attached to vessels for sea || 


int for the naval officers 
a 


as that the people should always know and under- 


| stand exactly what their servants received. ° If 


| we paid them liberally per year, which he was 
When on leave of absence, or waiting orders, | 


certainly willing to do—if we paid them liberally 


| when waiting orders, they ought not to consider 


ita hardship to be put, perhaps once in the course 
of their lives, on courts-martial, or to be detailed 


| for some other special duty, without receiving 
|| for it extra remuneration. 


Ie must confess that 
the amounts included in the bill should exclude 


| all extra claims for what are denominated ‘ spe- 
| cial duties.” 
|| cents per mile for their traveling fees, when the 


| went to and returned from the point where ‘* suc 
Of a ship of the line, for sea service, seven hun- || 


He was willing to allow them ten 


spetial service’? was to be executed, but he was 
opposed to any per diem allowance at the same 
time that their annual salary was going on. 

Mr. MANN alluded to the scale of allowances 


_made in the Army when oflicers were sent on 
| journeys to inspect provisions, &c. He thought 
| the allowance ought to be fixed on the same scale, 


and should vote against the motion. = ‘ 
Mr. WAYNE was in favor of retaining this 


| part of the amendment, as he wished to make 
| the extra allowance adequate to the service to be 
| performed. 


If the officer were sent on his owir 
expense on a service which required expenditure, 
eriod of 
employment, although the public service might 


| thereby be injured. 


Mr. MASON, of Virginia, suggested that the 


better way would be to amend the clause by in- 
rejected at a subsequent examination, be entitled || 


serting the words, ** when absent on courts-mar- 
tial,’’ instead of striking out, as proposed. 

Mr. BROWN said it was not his purpose to 
interfere in any manner with the details of the 
bill under consideration, and he should leave 
the arrangement of its provisions to those better 


|| qualified than himself for the examination of 
such questions. 
| Firtmore]} who had submitted the amendment, 


His honorable colleague [Mr. 


and his honorable colleague [Mr. Vanperpoe.] 


'who so earnestly advocated its adoption, were at 


aloss to know what the nature of the special 
services were for which provision was made in | 
There was a single instance in his 
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ssibly have some influence upon the judgment 
of the House; and he therefore begged to state 
it. He happened to reside in the vicinity of one 
of the largest iron founderies in the country, 
where cannon had sometimes been manufactured 
for the use of the Government; and he had known 
officers of the Navy (and amongst others a mid- 
shipman) detailed for the proof and inspection 
of those guns, preparatory to their delivery by 
the manufacturer. Now, the present pay of mid- 
shipmen, including rations, amounted to the sum 
of $319 25 yearly; and no one could reside, for a 
few weeks, in the vicinity of West Point, (the 
place to which he alluded,) at aless expense than 
one or two dollars per day. This is but one 
instance (amongst the many thousands of far 
greater consequence) of extra duty performed 
by officers in the naval service, where an extra 
allowance must be made to enable them to mect 
their unavoidable expenses. 


spection, and upon a thousand nameless and 


necessary services, both at home and abroad, | 


which could not be executed without additional 
compensation. ‘The House would see how im- 
possible it was to define what those special ser- 
vices were, and that no legislation can possibly 
settle the amount of compensation. he dis- 
cretion must, therefore, be lodged with the Navy 
Department, or not exercised at all, and the com- 
pensation, consequently, withheld altogether. 


Mr. FILLMORE contended that the bill pro- | 


vided different grades of compensation for those 
who were on a foreign station, who commanded 
atanavy-yard, or who were waiting orders. The 
bill provided for the active services of the officers, 
among whieh services were included the sitting 
on courts-martial, or any other incidental duty. 
Ifthe pay was net sufficient, let it be increased 
directly, but uot in the manner proposed, 

Mr. VANDERPOSE said he had listened with 
great attention to the honorable gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Wayne, ] and to his friend and col- 
league, [Mr. Brown,] and he was constrained to 

cy, thar he had heard nothing to convince him 
that the first view he had taken of this matter was 


erroneous; and he would here take occasion to | 


sav, tiat if gentlemen had succeeded in convine- 


ine iim that he had been in error, he would not | 


have been so convinced ‘ against his will,’’ for, 
certainly, if he had any sympathies to indulge, 


they were in favor of the officers of the Navy; if | 


he had any wish to gratify, 1t was that they should 
be fairly paid for their services; but he had yet 
heard no satisfactory reason why, after providing 


specific sums, to be paid annually to each, they 
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They might be | 
detailed upon courts-martial, upon duties of in- | 














| and expense of going upand returning would not | 
jexceed two dollars! Here, then, was a gain of | 
|| ten dollars; and the idea, that it would cost one 
| of these young gentlemeft two dollars per day for 
|, living in the neighborhood of West Point struck 
him as being somewhat strange. What! the 
\ price of living, in the rich and fruitful county 
of Orange, so exorbitantly high? Te was well 
| 
} 
| 
j 
| 
| 





aware that there was a small portion of that 

| wealthy and respectable district, which his friend 

| so ably represented, so sterile, that, if Nebuchad- 
nezzar had been turned out there, he would have | 
starved to death. (He meant the Highlands.) | 
But they included but a very small part of the 
gentleman’s district This was, perhaps, dwell- | 
ing too long upon the ease which the gentleman | 
had put. He would only further observe, that | 
he had expected that the officers of the Navy 
should take a little of the ** bitter’? with “* the 
sweet,’? and that he would not, by authorizing 
these extra claims for special duties, expose them 
to the temptation of preferring claims that would | 
induce uncharitable men to say, that what ‘* they 
lose in dancing,’’ they ‘ make up by turning 
'around.’’ Pay them so much per year,and then | 
the reople will know exactly what they are paid. 
Mr. MANN, of New York, said, that his col- 
league was mistaken in supposing that, by sup- 


render it odious. That he was undisguisedly 
| opposed to the bill he readily admitted. He 
, thought it quite possible, however, that it might 
| become alaw. With this belicf, it was perhaps | 
| best, in order that the millions of public property 
iwhich might in this way be confided to the 


| officers, should be properly taken care of, that 





|| ain incentive to a correct discharge of that duty. 

| Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, was in favor 
{of having the law as definite as possible, and 
'| nothing left to the discretion of the Department. 
| It was sometimes the practice, in order to get rid 
\| of an officer, or compel him to resign, to assign 
'| him extra duties and send him on an expensive 
|| agency, d&c. He thought the House should guard 
|| the othcers froin this course of proceeding by the 
|| Department or the Government. 

|| Warious propositions of amendment were sug- 
|| gested, but before any question was taken, 

| Mr. BOON said, the House was thin, and there 
‘| was no likelihood that the bill would be disposed 
of at the presentsitting. He therefore moved an 
|, adjournment, but withdrew the motion at the 
|| request of 


Mr. HUBBARD, who asked the consent of the || 


Resolved, That the ladies be admitted to the 


5 : : 1 ; ; 
for them a liberal compensation in the shape of | House to offer the following resolution: 
| 
| 


should be allowed anything for any extraordinary 
or special duties that might, by possibility, be re- 
quired of them. 

lt was an old adage, that ‘* straws show which 
way the wind blows,’’ and something had occur- 
red in the course of this debate that made him 
suspect that some gentlemen were now in favor 
of retaining this provision for extra allowance 
from no friendly disposition towards the bill. He 


confessed that the support of one of his hon- 


orable colleagues, [Mr. Mann,] who had so earl 

opened his battery upon the bill, looked a little 
ominous. It was, he believed, fair play, accord- 
ing to the ethics of legislative halls, to charge a 
bill, in its first stages, with as much odious and 
unpalatable matter as possible, with a view to se- 
cure its final rejection. He did not know but his 


colleague had become a convert to the bill; but 


he must in candor confess, that he was a little 
jealous as to the motive that had induced him to 


support this proposition for extra allowance for 


special duties. 


He did not think that the case which another 
of his honorable colleagues [Mr. Brown] had put 


was atall a fortunate one for the purpose for 
which it was adduced. He had told us that mid- 
shipmen were frequently required to leave the 


| privileged seats of the Hall of the House of Rep- | 


| resentatives on Wednesday next. 

|| Objection being made, Mr. H. moved to sus- 
| pend the rules; which was agreed to—yeas 109, 
/ nays 18. 


to. 
The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 30, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— | 


| 

| 

| Messrs. SWIFT, TALLMADGE, and 
| KENT. 

Mr. McKEAN presented the petition of John 
Randolph Clay, Chargé d’ Affaires at St. Peters- 
burgh, alleging that there was an error in the 
calculation of his account by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and praying relief. 

Also, a preamble and resolutions of a meeting 
at West Alexandria, Pennsylvania, relative to the 
repairs of the Cumberland road. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
| the United States, by Mr. Done son, his Private 





NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| porting the bill in this particular, he wished to || 


/some additional compensation should be given as | 


| The resolution was then submitted and agreed 
! 


navy-yard at Brooklyn, and attend for a few || Secretary, communicating a report from the | 


days at the cannon foundery at West Point, and || Secretary of State, and the papers relating to the 
that they could not live there for less than two || refusal of the French Government to make pro- 
dollars per day. He would ask, whether they || vision for the execution of the treaty of July, 1831, 


would not be obliged to pay for their own living || between the United States and France. The mes- | 
when at the navy-yard? Most surely. How, |; sage was in response to the resolution submitted | 


then, would the account of profit and loss stand, | by Mr. Cray, and adopted some days ago. 


when sent on such an expedition? They would || Mr. MANGUM moved that the papers be | 
receive, for mileage, six dollars for going up, and , referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, | 


the same sum for returning—when 


23p Conca. Vor. 2, No. 6. 


actual fave |' and that they be printed. 
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| Mr. CALHOUN expressed a wish that the 
motion to print might include the debates of the 
French Chambers upon the subject of the treaty, 
and the letter of Mr. Rives, which was supposed 
to have caused some difficulty on the subject of 
the appropriation. He wished that a full and 
complete view of the whole subject might be laid 
before the nation, 

Mr. MANGUM « said there were also two or 
three other important letters which it was neces- 
sary to have printed; he would, however, con- 
fine his motion now only to the reference, and 

| withdraw the motion to print. 

| Mr. CALHOUN also withdrew his motion to 

| print the debates, and expressed a hope that 
the honorable member (Mr. Mancum] would 
attend to it at the proper time. 

The communication and documents were then 
referred, 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Silas 
E. Fisher; which, on his motion, was taken up 
for consideration, and then laid on the table. 

| Mr. P., from the same committee, also re- 
ported: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; and 

A bill for the relief of Charles Lyneh; which 
were read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

On motion of Mr. P., the Committee on Pubic 
Lands was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Andrew A. H. Knox; 
| which he reported against. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported the 
bill from the House of Representatives to author- 

| ize registers and receivers of public moneys, for 
|, the sale of public lands, to administer oaths, &c. 
| Mr. P. gave notice, that when the bill should 
|| be called up for consideration he would move for 
| its indefinite postponement. He had been in- 
| formed that the Commissioner of the General 
(| Land Offices hed himself prescribed an oath, 
which he required to be taken by all applicants 
| for lands before they could be allowed to make 
(entry. They were required to swear that they 
|| had gone upon the lands applied for, and ex- 
|| amined them, and that no one clse was entitled 
|| to the right of preémption. This oath had given 
i| rise to very great inconvenience among settlers, 
'and he believed there was no law or authority 
| for it. He, therefore, proposed the following 
| resolution, which he moved mighi be considered 
now. 
| Resolved, That the Commissioner of the Gen- 
\; eral Land Office be directed to lay before the 
|| Senate a copy of any oath or oaths preseribed 
|| by the Department of the Treasury to be admin- 
|| istered to all persons who may become the pur- 
chasers of the public lands, subject to entry at 
|| private sale, and that the said commissioner 
report to the Senaie under what act of Congress 
the said oath or oaths was authorized and admin- 
istered. 
The resolution was then adopted. 


| 

| Mr. P. said he was instructed by the Com- 
| mittee on Public Lands to offer the following 
|| resolution: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Senate be, 
|| and he is hereby, directed to cause to be prepared 
|| and laid before the Senate manuscript maps of 

|| the several States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mis- 
|| souri, Mississippi, Alabama, and Louisiana, and 
Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, and Florida, 

| which maps shall contain plats of the public 

|| lands, within the aforesaid States and Territories, 

|| which have been surveyed under the authority 
|| of the United States, marking upon the maps 

! aforesaid the lands the Indian title to which is 
| not extinguished, and distinguishing by colors 
|| upon the maps aforesaid the lands granted to the 
|| Army; the lands sold by the United States; the 
|| lands granted to each of the said States and Ter- 
|| ritories for the endowment of colleges, or reserved 
|| from sale for the use of schools, or confirmed to 
| 








| 
i} 


| persons claiming under British, French, or Span- 
| ish titles; and also the lands surveyed as aforesaid 
remaining unsold; stating likewise the ee 
number of acres of each of the enumerated ciasses 
of lands, and the number of acres which may 
have been surrendered to the United States umder 
any law passed for the relief of the purchasers 
\ of the public lands. And that Charles Gordon, 


i 
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who was employed in making the aforesaid maps, | 


under a resoluuorn of the Senate, of the 28th of 
February, 1523, and who has made some progress 
in the work, be continued in said service until 
the maps herein directed to be made out are 
completed. 
POTOMAC BRIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a further report from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury relative to the bridge across the Potomac, 
at ‘Washington. 

REPORTS FRCM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, with an amendment, the bill from 
the House of Representatives for improving the 


harbor at the mouth of the river Raisin, in the 
Michigan Territory. 


Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 


reported a bill for the relief of William C, Easton; 
which was read the first time, and ordered to a 
second reading. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill making an appropri- 
ation for the repair of the military barracks at 
New Orleans. 

On motion of Mr. WAGGAMAN, the bill was 
taken up for considerauon as in Committee of 
the W hol . and ordert d to be engrosst d for a 
third reading. 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, on leave given, introduced 
a bill for the relief of Walter Lomax and Abel 
Gay; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill 
granting preémptuion rights to certain persons 
therein mentioned. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the appointment of a joint commit- 
tee on enrolled bills was taken up for consider- 
ation, and, on motion of Mr. PoinprexTeEr, con- 
curred in. 

The committee bein tl:alloted for, Messrs. 
Kine of Georgia, and Linn, were appointed, 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up and adopted: 

3y Mr. ROBINSON: 

Resolved, That the “ommittee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a mail route from Ga- 
lena, in [linois, by Walnut Grove and Davidson’s 
Mills, to Frankfort, in the same State. 

By Mr. WHITE: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of providing by law for the payment of the com- 


mutation of five years’ full pay to the heirs of | 


Harry Dixon, a colonel in the North Carolina 
line, or continental establishment, during the 
revoluuionary war. 

By Mr. McKEAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a port of entry at browusville, ou the 
Monongahela river. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to communicate to the Senate the 
report of a survey made under authority of a law 
of Congress, fixing, designating, and marking 
the northern boundary of the State of Indiana. 

COLONEL LEITZENDORFER. 

The bill for the relief of Colonel John Eugene 

Leitzendorfer was read a third me and passed. 


LAND CLAIMS IN LOUISIANA. 


The bill to provide for the adjudication and set- 
tlement of certain claims to land therein men- 
tioned was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, expressed a wish for 
further time to examine this bill; it was one of 
much importance, and he moved that it be post- 
poned to, and made the special order of the day 
for, Monday next. 

Mr. PORTER was opposed to the postpone- 
ment—the same bill had been passed by the Sen- 
ate last year, and only failed in the House for 


* 


wantof tmetoactonit. The bill wast 


discussed, It provided for the adjudication and 


GLOBE. 


hen fully | Lands, reported a bill providing for the establish. 


settlement of three digputed claims to lands in |! 


Louisiana; that of th 
Marquis of Maison Rouge, and Baron Bastrop, 
who held under Spanish granis. Mr. P. con- 


tended that great injustice was done to the holders | 


of these lands by the long-continued refusal of 
Congress to provide for the settlement of their 
difficulties; that there was no ground for further 
delay, as the disputes must ultimately come be- 
fore the judicial tribunals for determination, and 
the holders would not be contented with any- 
thing short of it. Why (he asked) should they 
be denied a resort to those tribunals? 

Mr. KING replied that he moved the post- 
ponement with great reluctance; but a sense of 
duty compelled him to do so. To be sure, the 
bill was partly discussed at the last session. The 
Winthrop claim embraced a number of cases 
which he would like to look into. The Mason 
Rouge cases, he knew, had found no favor here; 
and ke believed the claimants already had the 
opportunity of bringing suits and testing their 
titles. He merely desired time to examine the 
subject. 

After some further remarks from Mr. POR- 
TER and Mr. POINDEXTER, the motion to 
postpone was disagreed to, and the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


The following resolutions were presented by 
Mr. LINN: { 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
ing an appropriation to compensate Joseph Her- 
tich for a boat impressed by an officer of the 
United States, during the last war with England, 
and lost in the service of the General Govern- 
ment, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the purchase of a 
site, and the erection of a marine hospital, at St. 
Louis, Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post route 
from the city of Jefferson, State of Missouri, to 
pass through the seats of justice of Morgan, 
Pulaski, and Green counties, to Washington 
county, Arkansas Territory. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION BILL. 


The special order of the day, the bill to provide 
compensation for French spoliations prior to 
1800, having been announced, 

Mr. CLAYTON suggested to the gentleman 
who had the floor, [Mr. Rossins,] that, as the 
day was advanced, if he had no objection, he 
would move to postpone the subject, so that the 
Senate might spend some time in the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. ROBBINS having yielded to the sugges- 
tion, the special order was postponed; and after 
having spent some time with closed doors, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, December 30, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. STEWART, BURD, and McKEN- 
NAN, of Pennsylvania; 

Messrs. FULTON and MERCER, of Vir- 
ginia; 

Mr. CHILTON, of Kentucky; 

Mr. Speaker BELL, of Tennessee; 

Messrs. THOMSON, SLOANE, PATTER- 


SON, and CRANE, of Ohio; 


Mr. EWING, of Indiana; 

Mr. MURPHY, of Alabama; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. WARD, of New York; 

Which petitions and memorials were referred 
to the standing committees. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of William 
Walker, and the heirs of Samuel Brown, de- 
ceased; which was read twice, and postponed to 
Tuesday next. . 

Mr. CASEY, from the Committee on Public 


heirs of Winthrop, the | 


| 
| 
| 


December 30 


ment of a surveyor general’s office in the State 
of Illinois; which was read twice. 

Mr. CASEY stated that the establishment of 
a separate surveyor general’s office for the State 
of Illinois was a matter of deep interest to the 
people of that State; he was, therefore exceedingly 
anxious that the bill should be acted upon at the 

resent session of Congress, and hoped that tha 
ee would permit the bill to be committed to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union, and accordingly made a motion to that 
effect; which motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the Com. 


| mittee on Territories, reported a bill to establish 


a new judicial districtin Florida; which was read 


| twice, and postponed to to-morrow week. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the 


| Judiciary,and Mr. BROWN, from the Committee 
/on Invalid Pensions, made unfavorable reports 


upon petitions referred to said committees. 


RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday 


| by Mr. Pinckney, was considered and agreed to; 


Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be, and 


_heis hereby, requested to communicate to this 
_ House such information as may be necessary to 
explain the cause or causes of the suspension of 








the work at Fort Sumpter, in Charleston harbor, 
and whether any, and if any, what, measures 
have been taken by the Department in relation 
to the difficulty from which said suspension has 
arisen. 

ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday 


| by Mr. Sevier, was taken up: 


Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be requested (if not deemed incompat:\ile 
with the public interest) to negotiate with Spain 
for her right and title to the country lying ketween 
the Sabine and Red rivers, in Arkansas Terri- 
tory. 

Mr. SEVIER said: Mr. Speaker, it is my duty 


| perhaps to explain to the House the object { have 


in view in offering that resolution. There !s, 
sir, a considerable tract of valuable country lying 
north of the Sabine and south of Red river, upon 
which many of our citizens have resided for 
years; a country of which we have had the un- 
disturbed possession, and over which we still 
exercise jurisdiction, that will, in all probability, 


| be lost to us forever, if the boundary line, desig- 


nated by the treaty of 1819 between this Govern- 


| ment and Spain,should be permanently estab- 


lished. I believe Spain to be the rightful owner 
of this tract of country; and of that Government, 
I presume, we can obtain it for a mere trifle. It 
is true Mexico claims this country; but I ask, 
what evidence has she of her title? Has she pur- 
chased it? Has she conquered it? No; she has 
done neither; and as well might her cupidity and 
arrogance lead her to set up a claim for Cuba, as 


| for the tract of country in question. Mexico never 


revolutionized the country north of the Sabine— 


| she never marched a soldier ins 1t-—nor has she 


| 
| 
| 


| right acquired by that treaty? 


ever given a dollar for it. Ourcitizens have held 
the undisturbed possession of this country from 
1806 down to the present day. It is true, we 
ceded it to Spain in 1819, for which she gave us 
the Floridas. Has Spain ever parted with her 
as she ever sold 


it? Has it been taken from her? No, sir, she 
_ has not sold it, nor has Mexico ever taken it from 


_her, or been in possession of it. 
| technical, vain, and flimsy pretextis it, then, upon 





| 


Upon what 


which she founds her claim to a country which 
she never acquired by arms, or treasure, er in- 


| heritance? Will any honorable gentleman be kind 


enough to inform me? Is it by discovery, backed 
by a bull froma Pope? A title thus acquired may 


' have been good in the days of Cortez and Pizarro 
|—it may yet be good where Indians alone are 


concerned; but I apprehend we are not prepared 
to recognize it as valid at this day in regard to 
ourselves. We, sir, have been for years negoti- 


‘ating with Mexico upon a subject about which 


we ought never to have negotiated; and if I am 
correctly informed, we are still negotiating with 
her upon this same subject, when public policy 
and nations! dignity and justice should induce us 
to abandon it. 
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The conduct sf Mexico in regard to this slip 
of country, brings forcibly to my mind a scrap 
of ancient history. We have been informed that 
the Devil met our Savior upon the Mount, and 
told him if he would fall down and worship bim, 
that he would give him the whole world. Now, 


| to lay the resolution on the table would be with- directions of Colonel! Totten, with regard to taking 


| frequent soundings in the way, have been attended 





SE 





| drawn, and that it would be rejected by a direct 


|| vote. 


I need not tell you, or the House, T presume, that 
his Satannic Majesty had no world to give. So | 


with Mexico. She has had her agents among 
our citizens, possessed of extensive grants to land 
bordering upon the very banks of Red river, for 
the purpose of bribing them to abjure their own 
country, and by allegiance and expatriauion, to 
become citizens of Mexico. These agents, to 


some extent, were successful. They induced, by | 


their valuable bounties, some of our honest, hard- 


working, industrious citizens—citizens who were | 


anxious to obtain land upon easy terms for them- 
selves and children, to take the oath of allegiance 
to Mexico. They induced others to resist the 
execution of the civil authority of onr country, 
and so prevalent was this spirit of resistance 
becoming, that the Governor of Arkansas, who 


chanced at that time to be in that part of the | 


country, gave them a public address upon the || 
i He told them in | 


impropriety of their conduct. 
his speech, that the sheriff would be sustained in 


the execution of the ervil authority of the coun- | 


iry. He told them if their resistance should pro- 
duce a civil war, that they would be vanquished, 
aud that if taken in arms against their country, 
tley would not be treated as prisoners of war, 
but bung up as traitors to the country. Now, 


sir, itis not for me to say what effect this speech | 
had upon my constituents—but [ can say, and do | 


say it, with great pleasure, that, at this time, all 
things are going on as they should go on. 

I did not rise to make a long speech.” 
the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said this was 
a resolution of a peculiar character. It called 
upon the President of the United States to nego- 
uate with the Government of Spain for a portion 
of this continent to which the latter had no title 
—to disacknowledge the Government of Mexico, 
and to recognize the right of Spain to that which 
she had long since ceased to have any claim. He 
concluded by moving to lay the resolution on the 
table; but withdrew the motion. 


I hope 


Mr. SEVIER said, in reply to Mr. Apams, || 


the gentleman seems to express some astonish- 


ment at my resulution, and thinks it highly im- | 


proper to authorize the President to negotiate | 


with Spain fur tie tract of country mentioned in 


the resolution, inasmuch as Spain owns ro land | 


upon the continent. 
made the treaty of 1819, (or at least he has the 


credit of it in our country,) by which the country | 


in question was given to Spain in part payment 
for the Floridas. Now, sir, allow me to ask the 
honorabie gentleman to tell me when Spain parted 
with the title to the country he himself, on be- 
half of his Government, ceded to her? 
know whu bougit it, or what Power took it 
from her? I state that she never parted with it; 
that she never sold it; and that it was never taken 
from her by force. 

lt is a country very desirabie for us to own, 
and I suppose it can be had of her for ‘ six and 
nine pence,’ or thereabouts. 

We have been pursuing towards Mexico a 
coaxing, scratching, tickling policy long enough. 
It is time to talk to her manfully —to tell her to 
confine herself to her lawful territory —to give 
up her preposterous claims to a country she does 


not own—and, above all, to cease tampering | 
with our citizens, or else we will make her. | 
Our partialities are all for Mexico against Spain, | 

et to see | 
anything in the Government of that fickle, jealous, | 
avd bigoted Republic, in anywise calculated to 


and yet 1 must confess that I have 


excite either my love or admiration. I hope the 

resolution will not be laid upon the table. 
Mr. POLK said the motion of the gentleman 

from Arkansas proposed, to say the least of it, 


“0 unusual course of proceeding. The House | 


of Representatives formed no part of the treaty- 
making power. That power was vested in the 
President and Senate. 
no right-to interfere in so grave and important a 
subject as the one contained in the resolution. 


The gentleman himself | 


I want to | 


he House had certainly 


Mr. POLK withdrew his motion. 

| Mr. ARCHER suggested to the mover of the 
| resolution, that by its adoption the object which 
/ he had in view would be frustrated. It would 
give just cause of offence to Mexico, and might 
| induce that Government to break off all negotia- 
tions with the United States. It would be tanta- 
| mount to a denial of the independence of the Mex- 

ican Government; and after offering this insult 
' to that nation, it would not do for the United 
States to propose any further pegouiations in that 
quarter. 

Mr. MERCER hoped that the resolution would 
be withdrawn. He would not be satisfied with 
| a simple vote of rejection. He wished to inform 
the Government of Mexico that a proposition of 
this character was not even entertained by this 
| Elouse. The proposition was in violation of our 
| acknowledementof the independence of that Gov- 
ernment. cle referred to the circumstance that 
the life of aa American minister was endangered 
in Mexico, owing to a supposed interference in 
the polities of that country. From this considera- 
tion, and the commercial rivalry existing between 
the two Governments, Mexico had perhaps good 
| cause to suppose that we entertain unfriendly 
feelings towards her, and if*the resolution was 
not withdrawn, he hoped it would be unani- 
| mously rejected. 

Mr. SEVIER said, he had no idea that his res- 
olution would have met with such opposition from 
so many quarters of the House. The gentlemen 
seem to suppose my resolution very unusual and 
extraordinary; that lam for taking of Mexico 
lands to which her right is undoubted; and, lastly, 
| that it may produce much mischief, and no pos- 
sible good. My object is not to produce mischief, 
or to embarrass the Administration, or to take of 
Mexico one inch of ground which belongs to her. 
And, as such results seem to be apprehended by 
my friends, I will withdraw the resolution. But, 
in doing this, let it be distinctly understood that 
it is not because [ am in favor of settling this slip 
of country with free blacks. We have difiicuities 
enough already with our runaway slaves; and | 
| am not disposed to increase those difficulties by 





_affording them a safer and more secure retreat. 
I withdraw the resolution. 


| RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. FILLMORE offered the following resolu- 


tion, which, under the rule, lies on the table one 
day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 


hospital money collected in the several collection 
districts of the State of New York for each year, 
from the year 1798 to the present time; and also 
the amount expended in each year, during the 
same time, in each of said districts, and for what 
| purposes and objects such expenditures were 

saat to the amount remaining unexpended at this 
time for each district; and also the donations to 
\| said fund, and by whom made, and when, and 
on what condition, if any, and how the money or 
property given to said fund by donation has been 
\| disposed of or applied, and what compensation 
‘| or portion of said fund has been expended or 
applied for collecting, receiving, or investing, or 
paying out the same, and to whom. 


On motion of Mr. WHITTLESEY, of New 
York, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 





of granting him further relief. 


Mr. GALBRAITH submitted the following 
resolution; which, under the rule, lies on the table 
one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish to this House a statement of the expend- 
itures on the work at the harbor at Presque Isle, 
during the past season; the amount paid for stone, 
giving the number of cords, and at what rate; the 
amount for timber and other materials, and at 
what rate; the amount paid for labor, to whom, 
and at what rate per day or month; the amount 
paid for superintendence, to whom, and at what 





He therefore renewed the motion to lay it on the | rate per day; and the number of days charged for 


table, 


such service, as well as every other item of ex- 


Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that the motion | penditure at the said harbor; also, whether the 
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be directed to report to this House the amount of 


eee EE SE 


of continuing the pension of Levi H. Parish, or , 


Qn 
” 2 





to. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of placing Daniel O’Brien on the pension roll. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution; which, under the rule, lies ou 
the table one day: 

Resolved, That the 13th rule of this House be 
amended, by inserting therein the words ‘* dis- 
trict attorneys of the United States,’’ after the 
words ‘* judges of the United States.’”’ 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation to erect a bridge over 
the Ohio river at Wheeling, to connect the Cum- 
berland road on each side of the river. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to improve the harbor 
at St. Aucustine, Florida, according to the report 
of the engineer who made the survey in obedience 
to an act of Congress. 

On motion of Mr. REED, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of making an appropriation to complete 
the custom-house at New Bedford. 

On motion of Mr. BYNUM, it was 

Resolved, ‘Vhat the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a semi-weekly mail 
route from the town of Winton, through Pitch 
Landing, ta the county of Hertford, via Colerain 
and Windsor, in the county of Bertie, thence 
through Williamston and Jameson, in the county 
of Martin, to the town of Washington, in the 
county of Beaufort, in the State of North Car- 
olina. 

On motion of Mr. STODDERT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to select 
Piney Point on the Potomac river, (as the inter- 
ests of navigation and commerce may dictate,) 
for the establishmert of a light. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of placing the name of Joseph Parker 
on the roll of revoiutionary pensions; and that the 
testimony in his case, now on the files of the 
House, and the accompanying testimony, be 
referred to the same committee. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


from the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in answer 
to a resolution of the 23d instant, relative toa 
beacon-light on Black river, in the State of Ohio; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 





PAY OF THE NAVY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments proposed by the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill to regulate the pay of the Navy 
of the United States. 

The motion of Mr. Firimone, pending on the 
adjournment yesterday, to strike from that part 
of the amendment of the committee relative to 
extra allowances to officers the words, ** except 
for detention and employment on special service,’’ 
being under consideration, 

Mr. MINER addressed, the House in opposi- 
tion to the motion to strike out. While he was 
opposed, in the general, to granting discretionary 
powers to the Departments, he conceived that, 
in the present instance, some discretion was 
necessary. 

The motion to strike out was then rejected. 


Mr. WATMOUGH moved to amend the first 
section, by inserting, in the extra allowances to 
officers, aie the words *‘ chamber money,’’ the 


words ‘‘ for which two dollars per week shall be 
allowed.” 


ares 


Se ten | 


After a short conversation of an explanatory | 


character, between Messrs. REED, HARPER 
of Pennsylvania, WATMOUGH, McKINLEY, 
BATES, HARDIN, and WISE, the amendment 
proposed by Mr. Warmovcn was agreed to, 


Mr. BRIGGS moved to amend the first section, |; 


by striking out, from that part of the bill relating 


0 extra allowances, the words ‘except for de- | 
vention and employment on special service,”’ and || 


inserting, in lieu thereof, the words ** two dollars 
per day when absent on courts-martial, inspecting 


navy-yards or vessels, and surveying the coast.’’ | 


The amendment was agreed to; and, as thus 
amended, the amendment of the committee was 
coneurred in, 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole 
to the second section, which proposed to strike 
out * relatives,’’ and insert ** widowed mothers 
and unmarried sisters,’’ as the persons who shall 
receive the benefit of a fund to be constituted by 


reserving three per centum out of the pay of com- | 


mission and warrant officers of the Navy, was 
next considered, 

Mr. WISE moved to amend the amendment, 
#0 as to make it read: ‘* widows and children, 
and, when there are no widows and children, 
widowed mothers,”’ 


After various suggestions of amendment, and | 


some discussion, in which Messrs. FILLMORE, 
CAMBRELENG, McKENNAN, WISE, AN- 
THONY, and WATMOUGH, took part, the 


amendment proposed by Mr. Wise was re- | 


ected. 


The amendment of the Committce of the Whole | 


was then disagreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole, which proposed to strike out all of the | 


third section ufter the enacting clause, and to 


insert a provision that hereafter the distribution | 


of prize money to the officers, seamen, and 


marines, shall be in proportion to the pay which | 


they respectively receive, was read. 


Mr. WISE suggested a proviso, in substance, | 


that the marines should receive per capita the 
same as the sailors, 


Mr. JARVIS proposed a proviso, that in esti- 


mating the pay, the clothing of the marines should | 


be taken into consideration. 

Mr. WISE accepted the modification proposed 
by Mr. Jarvis. 

Mr. HARPER opposed the amendment. He 
contended that the marine was not the only indi- 
vidual on board our vessels of war who stood in 


a different position from the seamen, The ser- | 


vice was necessarily divided into different classes, 


and marines. ‘lhese distinctions were essential 
to the good order and well-being of the service. 
Should it be deemed necessary to incorporate 


the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, || 


{Mr. Jarvis,] he should feel constrained to vote 


against the whole amendment as submitted to the | 


House from the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BINNEY followed in opposition to the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Jarvis. He said 
it appeared to him that the whole section was out 
of place. 1tmore properly belonged to a separate 
bill, for the governmentof the Navy. ‘lhe adop- 
tion of this section would introduce an enure now 
principle in that government, and he was not dis- 
posed to overthrow ancient systems for new ones, 
without mature reflection on the consequences. 
if the old regulations relative to prize money 
were not made with due reference to justice, let 
new ones be made, but let it be done by a separate 
bill, and with due deliberation, He asked gen- 
tlemen to reflect on the consequences involved by 
the amendment. He said there were seven dif- 
ferent classes included in our naval service. The 
distribution of prize-money should be regulated 
by the experience already acquired in our service, 
as well as in that of the nations of Europe. He 
proceeded to show that the proportion allowed by 
the amendment to the petty officers, seamen, and 


marines, was grossly disproportionate to that of | 


the higher officers of the Navy, on whom sv much 
responsibility rested. Remuneration for services, 
he said, had always been, and always must be, 
correspondent to the accomplishments of mind, 
and the responsibilities assumed by the individual 
employed. He contended that the pay of officers 
was nota fair criterion to govern the division of 
prize-money. A diticrent rule must preponderate 
in war from that which obtains in ume of peace. 


In the moment of action, the greatest responsi- 
bility laid upon the commanding officer; and while 
he fully acknowledged the importance of the ser- 
vices of subordinates, he could not consent to 
place them higher than their commanders. The 
great principle of rewarding merit began with the 
head, and went downwards, with judicious grada- 
tion. Sailing-masters, by this amendment, were 
placed inferior to all whom they commanded. 
Mr. JARVIS said he should feel discouraged 
in pressing the amendment which he had just sub- 
mitted, from the distinguished forensic talent so 
well known to be possessed by the honorable 
member [Mr. nee who opposed it, were it 
not that he felt he had truth and justice on his 
side. Jt appeared that one gentleman would op- 
pose the whole section if this amendment was 
agreed to, and another wished the subject left for 
future legislation. He (Mr. J.) said he perfectly 
understood what was meant by this ** future legis- 
lation.’’ It meant, to give it the ** go-by;’’ and 
nothing more would ever be done by Congress to 
establish the rights of subordinate officers and 
seamen, unless the provisions were incorporated 
in this bill. One gentleman [Mr. Binney] had 


| 
| 


| 


| 


ORATION ON LA FAYETTE. 


The committee on the part of the House of 
Representatives, appointed 1n pursuance of the 
joint resolutions relative to the delivery of ci 
oration upon the life and character of Genora| 
La Fayette, were then introduced, preceded |) 

Mr. Joun Q. Apams, and took the seats assigned 
to them. we 

The President of the United States, accom. 
panied by the several heads of Departments, were 
then introduced, and took seats in front of tho 
Presiding Officer’s chair. 

A poruon of the foreign diplomatic corps were 
also introduced, and took seats on the left of the 
President and heads of Departments. 

At half past twelve o’clock, on motion of Mr. 
CLAY, the Senate withdrew to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, agreeably to the order 
prescribed by the committee of arrangements. 

After the delivery of the oration by Mr. Jouy 
Q. Apvams, the Senate, together with the Vice 
President, returned to their Chamber. 

The Senate adjourned. 


| Sind 


coniended that the whole merit of victory be- | 


longed to the commander. 


Mr. BINNEY said: A very considerable merit. 1 


Mr. JARVIS continued. He advocated the 
claims of the sailor and the subordinate. Higher 
individuals had higher motives—a marble monu- 
ment, &c. It had been said that his amendment 
rendered the prize-money of a master command- 
ant less than that of a lieutenant. It was also 
said, that it would raise that of surgeons to an 
equality with those who were placed in more haz- 
ardous situations in time of action. He asked, 
where could be a more horrid scene than that 
which must be encountered by the surgeon in 
battle? To him on deck, after the commence- 
ment of excitement, fighting became a pleasure. 
Not so with the surgeon below, whose consola- 
tion was the faint hope of saving the life of the 
mangled body presented to his care. 

Mr. J. said reference had been made to the cus- 
toms of Europe on this point. He wanted no 
such comparison for the regulation of our con- 
duct, unless it were to avoid their dangerous 
example. His object was to secure the neg- 


° | 
lected rights of poor fellows who had too long | 


received little more than hard knocks and salt 


‘junk. He had nodisposition to take up the time 


of the House, but he conceived the presentsystem 
fraught with error, and abouhding in radical de- 


\| fects. 
as seamen, ordipary seamen, landsmen, boys, | 


Mr. WAYNE spoke in favor of leaving this 
subject fot the future action of Congress. The 
attention of that body had already been called to 
it by the President, and was now under exam- 
ination by the Naval Committee. He suggested 
to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Jarvis] to 
withdraw his amendment, and not, by it, obstruct 
the passage of the bill. 


Mr. JARVIS replied that he would freely do || ment for the past year. 
so, were it not that he was convinced that this || 


| was the only chance of incorporating these pro- 


visions in the bill. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 


| ment was rejected—ayes forty-three, noes not 


counted, 
The question was then taken on the amend- 


ment to the third section, proposed by Mr. Wise; | 


and it was also rejected. 
On the next amendment, relating to the Navy 


_ pension fund, 


Mr. PARKER moved to divide the question 


amendment. 


The question on striking out was then agreed | 


to; and, on the adoption of the amendment, a 
debate ensued, in which Messrs. CAMBRE- 


LENG, MANN, MASON, PARKER, CLAY- | 


TON, JOHNSON of Kentucky, and WAT- 
MOUGH, participated. 


Before a final vote was taken, the House ad- || 
, journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpyespay, December 31, 1834. 
After the Journal had been read, 


Mr. PRESTON moved that when the Senate || 
|| adjourns, it will adjourn to meet on Friday next; 
|| which was agreed to. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespar, December 31, 1834. 


On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 
Ordered, ‘That when the House adjourns, it will 
adjourn to meet again on Friday next. 


ORATION ON LA FAYETTE. 


The SPEAKER announced that, under the 
joint resolution, the House would be considered 
as regularly in session until adjourned in the 
usual manner, after the delivery of the contem- 

lated eulogy on the life and character of La 





‘on striking out the section and adopting the || 





| 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| Fayette. ; 
ccording to previous arrangement, the Senate, 
accompanied by the Vice President, the Presi- 
dent, heads of Departments, a portion of the for- 
eign diplomatic corps, the joint committee of 
arrangements,and Mr. Joun Quincy Apams, en- 
tered the Hall of the House of Representatives 
| at half past twelve o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. HUBBARD (the chairman of the com- 
mittee of arrangements on the partof the House) 
conducted Mr. Apams to the Speaker’s chair, 
from which he rose and delivered an address on 
the Life and Character of General La Fayette, 
which occupied about three hours’ time. 

When Mr. Apams had concluded, the Vice 
President and Senate retired to their Hall, the 
President of the United States, heads of Depart- 
ments, &c., withdrew, and the House, on motion, 
adjourned over to Friday. 


IN SENATE. 


Fripav, January 2, 1835. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of State, 
relative to the diplomatic expenses of that Depart- 


Also, a communication from the Secretary of 


1 the Treasury, in obedience to a resolution of the 


| Senate, relative to the number of navy and mili- 
tary bounty land warrants which had been issued; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 


|| Lands. 


Also, a letter from the Postmaster General, in 
obedience toa resolution of the Senate, submitted 
some days ago by Mr. Brack, relative to the 
establishment of a direct mail route from Burnt 
Corn, in Alabama, to Natchez, in Mississippi. 

The letter having been read, 

Mr. BLACK said that this was a very import- 
| ant mail route to the people of oe and 

particularly those of Natchez, which he thought 
would appear obvious when it was known that a 
very large number of respectable citizens of that 
State, as well as the Legislature thereof, had 
petitioned Congress expressly for its establish- 
| ment. It was in consequence of these solicitations 
that the act of Congress was passed authorizing 
it, and he regretted greatly that the act had not 
| been carried into effect. The act required that 
the route should be established for carrying the 
_ mail in four-horse post-coaches, as well for the 
| convenience of passengers as the mail: and, while 
extras were granted in Alabama, this route was 
unattended to. He moved that the communica- 
tion be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
| The Post Office. 








1835. 


———— 

Mr. GRUNDY said, that the people of the dis- 
trict of country alluded to, were already supplied 
with the mail. Butit was proper to say, that the 
contracts for the transportation of it which ex- 
isted at the time the act was passed, had not yet 
expired; but after they had expired, the route 
would be put in operation in the way prescribed 
by the law. But was it expedient or proper, he in- 
quired, to put it in operation when the old con- 
tracts had not yetexpired? There was one thing 
which was much to be regretted, and that was, 
that the transportation of passengers seemed, in 
most places, to have got the upper hand of the 
transportation of the mail, when, in fact, it should 
be entirely subordinate and secondary to that ob- 
ject. The use of post coaches for carrying pas- 
sengers, it was true, was ver convenient and 
desirable, but even this would be done on the 
route alluded to, when the existing contracts had 
expired. 

Mr. BLACK replied, that the honorable mem- 
ber from Tennessee was right in saying that the 
transportation of passengers should be subordi- 
nate to that of the mail. But he believed that 
the old contracts had all expired since the pence 
of the act of Congress establishing the route, and 
although there was a mail carried on it, yet the 
entire benefits of the law had been lost to that 
country by the communication not being kept up 
directly. Letters took an indirect course, some- 
times above and sometimes below the route. 

The motion to print and refer to the Post 
Office Committee, was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment relative to the subordinate officers which 
may be dispensed with in_ the custom-house; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Petitions and memorials were presented b 
Messrs. WEBSTER, KNIGHT, PORTER, 
WAGGAMAN, WHITE, TOMLINSON, 
KENT, and SILSBEE. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Joseph White, deceased; which 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill to confirm the title 
of a tract of land to the heirs of M. De la Carera. 


RESOLUTIONS. 














THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





| the United States, marking upon the maps afore- 


| said, the lands the Indian title to which is not 


extinguished, and distinguished by colors upon 
the maps aforesaid the lands granted to the Army; 
the lands sold by the United States; the lands | 
granted to each of the said States and Territories 
for the endowment of schools; or confirmed to 
ersons claiming under British, French, or Span- 
ish titles; and also the lands surveyed as afore- , 


| said, remaining unsold, stating likewise the com- 
| puted number of acres of each of the enumerated 


classes of lands, and the number of acres which 
may have been surrendered to the United States | 
under any law passed for the relief of purchasers 
of the public lands. And that Charles Gordon, 
who was employed in making the aforesaid maps, 
under a resolution of the Senate, of the 28th of 
February, 1823, and who has made some prog- 
ress in the work, be continued in said service 
until the maps herein directed to be made out are 
completed. 
Mr. WRIGHT expressed a hope that this res- | 
olution might not be pressed this morning. It 
had not attracted his attention till now, and there- 
fore he was not prepared to vote uponit. A simi- | 
lar resolution had been passed, he believed, some | 
years ago, requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to form a similar work to that contemplated 
by the resolution, and some progress had been 
made in it. He (Mr. W.) desired to inquire 
whether the Secretary of the Senate had it in his | 
power to prepare it; and next, what the probable | 
expense would be; he was ignorant of the effect | 
which the resolution was calculated to have, and 
whether the work was proper to be performed. 
Mr. POINDEXTER said that the resolution 


was submitted at the instance of the Committee || 


on Public Lands. It wasto furnish a work which 


| should presenta complete view of all the States 


The following resolution was submitted by | 


Mr. ROBINSON, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before the Senate a copy of the 
report of the commissioners of the survey and 
establishment of the northern boundary line of 
the State of Illinois, together with copies of all 
papers upon that subject. 

_Mr. KENT submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the propriety of authorizing the 
Secretary of War to purchase the property ad- 
joining Fort McHenry, now rented by the public 
for the accommodation of the garrison. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, pursuant to notice, on 
leave given, introduced a bill to establish a mail 
route in East Florida. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 
and on leave given, introduced a bill granting 
pesteantion rights to settlers on the public lands; 

oth of which were read twice and referred. 


_ Mr. KANE moved that when the Senate ad- 
Journs it adjourn to meet on Monday next; which 
was agreed to. 


MAPS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Poinpexter on Tuesday last, was taken up for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, directed to cause to be prepared 
and laid before the Senate, manuscript maps of 
the several States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Mis- 
sourl, Mississippi, Alabama, and Louisiana; and 
the Territories of Michigan, Arkansas, and Flor- 


ida; which map sshall contain plats of the public 
lands within th 


e aforesaid States and Territories, | 


| 
The report of the Judiciary Committee against 


and Territories in which the public lands were || 


situated, as well as of the several surveys and 
grants of lands made. The Secretary of the 
Treasury was not the agent of the Senate, and if | 
done by the Secretary of the Senate, the expense 
of it would form a partof the contingent expense. 
He had no objection to the reference to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but he thought the hon- | 
orable member [Mr. 
importance of the resolution; he had no objection 
that it should lie for a short time; indeed, he had 
rather it would take that course. 

The resolution was laid on the table; and, on 


motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, it was ordered | 


to be printed. 
RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The following resolutions, submitted by Mr. 
Liyn, and lying on the table, were taken up, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making || 


an appropriation to compensate Joseph Hertich, 
for a boat impressed by an officer of the United 
States, during the late war with England, and lost 
in the service of the General Government. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation for the purchase of a 
site, and the erection of a marine hospital, at St. 
Louis, Missouri. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a — route from the 
City of Jefferson, State of Missouri, to pass 
through the seats of justice of Morgan, Pulaski, 
and Green counties, to Washington county, Ark- 
ansas Territory. 


THOMAS CUTTS. 


the petition of Thomas Cutts was taken up for 
consideration; and, after some remarks from | 
Messrs. SHEPLEY, LEIGH, SMITH, CLAY- | 
TON, POINDEXTER, and PORTER, it was | 


laid on the table. l} 


|| These accompanied the printed report recently 
THANKS TO JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 1 


. . | 
The joint resolution from the House of Repre- | 
= age peg patsy the thanks of Congress to | 
Mr. Joun Quincy 


requesting a copy thereof for publication, was | 
taken up for consideration, on motion of Mr. | 
Cuay, and concurred in. 


which have been surveyed under the authority of | 


RIGHT] would perceive the || 


Dams, for his oration upon |, 
the life and character of General La Fayette, and | 


8d 


POSTPONEMENT OF SPECIAL ORDERS. 


On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, all the 
special orders on the Calendar were postponed to 
Monday next. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The bill making an appropriation for the repair 
of the military barracks at lee Orieans; ma 
The bill to provide for the legal adjudication 
and settlement of claims to lands therein men- 
tioned, were read a third time and passed. 


JOHN THOMPSON. 


The report of the Judiciary Committee against 
the petition of John Thompson, was taken up 
for consideration, and concurred in. 


BILLS ORDERED TO A THIRD READING. 


The following bills were considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading: 

A bill for the relief of J. & W. Gleason, and 
others; 

A bill to authorize the enlistment of boys in 
the naval service; and 

A bill to change the titles of certain officers in 
the Navy. 

NAVY RATIONS. 

The bill to regulate Navy rations was taken up 

for consideration; and 
| On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, was laid 
| on the table, 


REGULATING STEAM VESSELS. 


The bill for the regulation of vessels propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, having been taken 
up for consideration, 
| Mr. CLAY remarked, that the chairman of the 
| Naval Committee was absent, in consequence of 
indisposition; he therefore moved that ail the 
| Navy bills be laid on the table, until the benefit 
| of the chairman’s explanations could be obtained. 
‘The motion was agreed to, 


REMISSION OF DUTIES. 


The bill to exempt merchandise imported under 
certain circumstances, from the operation of the 
tariff law of 1828, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, when some explanations were 
made by Mr. WRIGHT and Mr. SILSBEE, 
| relative to the effects which would result from the 
| passage of the bill. 

The question being on the engrossment of the 

bill for a third reading, 

Mr. HILL demanded the yeasand nays; which 
| were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Clay, Clay- 
'ton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, 
Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Swift, Tomlinson, 
| Waggaman, and Webster—20. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
| Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, 
| King of Georgia, Leigh, Moore, Morris, Robin- 
| son, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and 
Wright—19. 

So the question was determined in the aflirma- 
tive. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE WABASH RIVER. 


'| The bill making an appropriation for the im- 


provement of the river Wabash, being under con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. HENDRICKS said that the position he 
occupied in relation to the bill now before the 
| Senate, as well as to former bills on the same 
subject, rendered it necessary and proper for him 
to say a few words on the present occasion; that 


'| duty and inclination alike impelled him to this 


course; and that if any apology should be thought 
necessary for obtruding himself on the attention 
of the Senate, it would be found on the table 
of every Senator, in the form of instructions to 
himself and his colleague, from the Legislature 
of the State they had the honor to represent. 


made by the Committee on Roads and Canals, ou 
the subject of this bill. 

It would be recollected (said Mr. H.) that, at 
the last session, the bill to improve the navigation 
of the Wabash, about which so much ‘has re- 
cently Leen said, here and elsewhere, had been 
introduced by himself, on leave of the Senate. 


j 


| 


|| It would also be recollected that, heretofore, him- 


> 





So 
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self and his colleague had been unsuccessful in 
endeavoring to have the improvement of this 
river classed with works of internal improvement 
already begun, however firmly they were of 
opinion that the Wabash and Erie canal,a work 
now in rapid progress, and a work to which this 
Government had made large appropriations of 
public lands, was but a part and portion of this 


very work, and that that appropriation of public | 


Innd would fairly class the improvement of the 
Wabash with works already begun by the means 
of the Federal Government, They had, however, 
heen foiled in their attempts to have it so consid- 
ered by the Senate. This work (the improve- 
ment of the river) was then classed with new 


objects of internal improvement, and became an | 


item in the harbor bill of 1832, which received 
the veto of the President. We all recollect (said 
Mr. H.,) that bill, and its history. This work, 
in the opinion of its friends, having such high 
claims to be considered a work of national im- 
portance, was only endangered in 1832 by the 
society in: Which it was found; for it was confi- 
dently asserted and believed, and egy | by the 
friends of the present Administration, that this 
item, unconnected with others, would not have 
met the disapprobation of the President. Mur- 
murs, too, were heard, somewhat loud and re- 
proachful of members of the delegation who 
were supposed to have this matter moreespecially 
in charge, for permitting it thus to be classified 
and defeated, 

In this view of the case then, and that it might 
stand on its own basis and alone, I determined 
at the last session (said Mr. H.) to present it in 
a separate bill, drawn up in the same language, 


and asking for the same amount, which had been | 
sanctioned by both Houses as an item in the || 


harbor bill. ‘In this form it was presented to the 
Senate. In this form it passed both Houses, and 


was presented for the signature of the Executive. | 
| give this history of it, (said Mr. H.,) to present | 
It was my intention, | 


it fairly before the Senate. 
had the resolution referring it to the committee 
not been introdueed by my colleague, to have 
asked leave of the Senate, and to have introduced 
the same bill; but the one form is as good as the 
othe r. 
the result is the same. 

The views of the President on the subject of 


internal improvement I very much regret, be- || 


cause, in their effects, they are, in my opinion, 


injurious to the prosperity of the Union, and | 
especially are they so to that portion of it whence | 
With his views, however, it is unneces- | 


I come. 
sary, on the present occasion, to conflict; for this 
bill stands upon its own basis, and is not, as I 


believe, obnoxious to his objections. But I would | 
here merely remark on the subject generally, that | 


it does seem to me reasonable that this Govern- 
ment, being the great landholder in the West, 
and in all the new States, should sustain a portion 


of the expense in making the principal primary | 


roads. ‘he owners of the soil in all the new 
in value by roads when made, are taxed for 
making them; and why should the Government 
be 8 from its fair proportion of the assess- 
ment? But the case is still stronger in relation 
to rivers, which the General Government declared 
to be public highways, assume jurisdiction of, 
retain perpetually the ownership of, exclude them 
from the surveys, and thus present them from 
becoming private property of the citizens, or the 
roperty of the States through which they flow. 
f the Government of the Union has not power 
to improve them, where does it get the power of 
paviedicdion over them? For that power of own- 


ership and jurisdiction necessarily excludes the 


ownership and jurisdiction of the States. If the 
States have neither ownership nor jurisdiction, 
they surely have not the power of taking pos- 
session of them, even for the purpose of improving 
them. If they have no control over the bed of 
the river, how can they stop a channel here, and 
open another there, or drain the water into a 
feeder for the purpose of canals? 

The Congress of 1787, by its ordinance, de- 
clared the river Wabash a navigable river, and 
this has been repeated by numerous subsequent 
acts in relation to other streams of the new States. 
The rapids of the Wabash below Vincennes, say 
for fifteen miles, will certainly be best improved 
by a canal of that length, or perhaps longer. 


lated. Now, in the case of the Wabash, it is not 
| declared it a common public eens 


| the States, it is in the Federal Government, or it 


|| remains in this Government, under the sanction 
| of the Constitution of the United States, is ob- 


| of that instrument itself. 


| work of internal improvement—the navigation of 
| the Wabash river—rests upon a basis essentially 
| different from other ordinary objects, such as 


| Indeed, I have great reason to believe that the 


‘lhe committee have reported the bill.and | 
| totally different view of the whole matter. In the 


| appropriated a portion of her public lands—a por- 


| shortest and most eligible route. 
| the bill before the Senate is to improve the navi- 


|| ation, if made, will no doubt be chiefly expended 
States, whose property is supposed to be increased | 


| sibl 
_ mode of improvement be now adopted or not, it 


| The canal will rather pause than stop, at the 


_ equal to five miles in width along its whole line— 
_to aid the State of Indiana in constructing a canal 
_ to unite the navigable waters of the Wabash river 


A 


few years ago, a corps of engineers was in- 
structed to examine many oe for the 
location of a western armory. Now suppose this 
armory to have been located and put in motion 
there, would this Government permit the States 
of Indiana and Illinois to withdraw the water of 
that river from a valuable public work, into the 
feeder of a canal? If the river belongs to the 
Federal Government, the States cannot, without 
permission of the Government, enter upon it, even 
for the purposes of improvement. The powerof 
improvement, then, seems ws mye? 4 connected 
with ownership and jurisdiction. ‘To say that 
the latter exists in this Government, and not the 
former, is to say that the improvement can never 
be made, without a compact on that subject be- 
tween the Federal Government and that of the 
States; and no one would contend that such 
compact could confer any power which was not 
previously in the constitutions of the respective 
governments. The power of improving the nav- 
igation of rivers, surely belonged to the States 
before the formation of the Union. It is since 
either transferred to the Government of the United 
States, or not being so transferred, is reserved to 
the States, or by the formation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, it is entirely annihi- 


reserved to the States; for, by compact and 
ordinance, Congress declared its power over it, 
and guar- 
antied its free navigation forever. he power, 
then, to improve this river, not being reserved to 


is annihilated. That it is not annihilated, but 


vious and certain, by reference to the sixth article 


I will now, Mr. President, (said Mr. H.,) pro- 
ceed to state some reasons for believing that this 


those chiefly comprised in the harbor bill of 1832. 


President could not have been in possession of all 
the facts of the case, or he would have taken a 


first instance, then, this is not a new work; it is 
emphatically an old work, commenced about two 
years ago, and now in successful progress—a 
work to which this Government has already 


tion of the very means by which the work is now 
carried on; for the canal is but an improvement 
of the river, in and through the State of Indiana; 
and what is thiswork? Itisa work which, when 
finished, will form a perfect inland navigation 
between New York and New Orleans, or the 
It is true that 
gation of the Wabash river; and the appropri- 
in improving the rapids below Vincennes—pos- 
by a canal around them; for, whether that 


will no doubt be the mode ultimately adopted. 


mouth of the Tippecanoe. So greatly important 
will be that link in the chain which the Wabash 
is destined for awhile to supply, that the canal 
will ultimately be constructed down the entire 
length of the Wabash, to the Ohio river. And, 
sir, what was the origin, and what is the present 
condition of this work, already begun, under the 
united auspices of the Federal Government and 
that of the State of Indiana. 

The origin of the Wabash and Erie canal (said 
Mr. H.) was a law of Congress of March, 1827, 
appropriating a quantity of the public lands— 


with those of Lake Erie. In addition to this 
important grant of lands, a corps of United States | 
engineers was detailed to locate the canal, the 
whole expense being paid by this Government. | 
The canal was locate fom the Maumee bay, on | 
Lake Erie, across the summit level near Fort | 


| Wayne, and down the Wabash river to the | 
|| mouth of the Tippecanoe. 


The whole distance 
is two hundred and eleven miles; seventy-five of | 
which are within the limits of the State of Ohio, and | 
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the remaining one hundred and thirty-six within 
the State of Indiana. The State of Ohio has, by 
compact with the State of Indiana, agreed to con- 
struct that portion of the canal which lies within 
her own boundaries; and the State of Indiana 
has relinquished to her a corres nding portion 
of the grant. The State of Indiana has entered 
with spirit on her part of the work. She has 
sold a portion of her lands, and made other large 
appropriations, and the work is going rapidly on. 
It 1s proper here to remark, that the river below 
the mouth of the he oe a has also been sur- 
veyed by an officer of the engineer corps, at the 
expense of the United States. An appropriation 
to that object was made in 1828. Captain Smith, 
of the corps of engineers, was detailed to that 
service in 1829, and made his report to the War 
Department in 1831. 

his report, with estimates of that officer, will 
be found on the tables of the members. 

Of the one hundred and thirty-six miles spoken 
of, seventy are under contract, and about thirty- 
five at this moment finished. It is furthermore 
contemplated to finish the work in 1836 or 1837. 
The State of Ohio, we believe, will not be long 
after that period in constructing her portion of it 
to the Maumee bay; and, instead of being pre- 
mature, then, as has been intimated, in asking 
for this appropriation for the river, this will no 
doubt be the last portion of the work done. It 
will, in all probability, be found undone when 
the canal shall be finished. ‘This work, then, is 
vastly more important than the improvement of 
any other river of its size. It is more important 
in the extent and magnitude of the navigation 


| with which it is connected, in the greatness of the 


commerce which it creates and accommodates, 
and in the unparalleled extent and productiveness 
of the region of country through which it passes. 

Another reason why I believe that the improve- 
mentof the navigation of the Wabash has stronger 
claims upon this Government than almost any 
other object presented, is, that the importance of 
this navigation seems to have been in view of the 
Government before the Constitution was formed. 
It seems to have been provided for by the Con- 
gress of the Confederation, and the provision thus 
made to have been afterwards sanctioned by the 
Constitution itself. I allude (said Mr. H.) to the 
ordinance of Congress of July, 1787, which is 
declared to be a compact, ‘‘ unalterable unless by 
common consent,’’ between the original States 
and the people and States in the Northwestern 
Territory, wherein the navigable waters of the 
Wabash, and of the Miami of Lake Erie, and the 
carrying-places between them, are declared to be 
common highways. The ordinance alluded to is 
in these words: : 

‘** The navigable waters leading into the Mis- 
‘sissippi and St. Lawrence, and the carrying 
‘ places between the same, shall be common high- 
‘ ways and forever free, as well to the inhabitants 
‘of the said Territory, as to the citizens of the 
‘United States, and those of any other States 
‘ that may be admitted into the Confederacy, with- 
‘ out any tax, impost, or duty therefor.’ 

Now, sir, the people of the Northwestern Ter- 
ritory, at this time the people of the States of 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and the Territory of Mich- 
igan, have never as yet requested any change in 
this ordinance. It remains now, as it was then. 
It secures to the people of the then Northwestern 
Territory, the free navigation of the rivers lead- 
ing into the Mississippi and the St. Lawrence, 
as well as the carrying places between them; and 
although there is no positive stipulation, in so 
many words, that the Government of the Union 
shall tangas and keep in the condition of use- 
fulness which the country may need and require, 
those great highways of commerce; yet the im- 
plied intention and pledge of the Government to 
do so, has always appeared to me too strong to 
be resisted. Nor was the extent or binding ob- 
ligation of this compact at all weakened, by the 
Constitution of the United States adopted after- 
wards; for in that very Constitution, by its sixth 
article, it is declared, that * all debts contracted, 
‘and engagements entered into, before the adop- 
‘ tion of this Constitution, shall be as valid against 
‘the United States under this Constitution, as 
‘under the Confederation.’’ This ordinance, 
then, is sanctioned by the Constitation itself. 

In this view of the question it has always 
appeared to me that, instead of constitutional 
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objections to these works of internal improve- | this 
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ment, there is a direct constitutional obligation ‘| extent, and J shall not dwell on them. 


to carry them on and complete them; and I have 


' 


I have (said Mr. H.) the most implicit confi- 


always thought that, instead of aiding the State 1 dence in the declaration of the President, in which 


of Indiana in constructing the canal and improv- 
ing the river, it was incumbent on the General 
Government to do both, without the interposition | 
of the State. The carrying places referred to in | 
that ordinance are well known to have been that 
at Fort Wayne, between the Wabash and the | 
Miami of Lake Erie, and that at Chicago, be- | 
tween the waters of the Illinois river and those of 
Lake Michigan. There may have been others | 
of less note, but these were the princi ones. | 
That at Fort Wayne was especially well known. | 
its advantages and importance were, perhaps, 
even magnified; and there is little doubt that it 
was in reference to this, more than to any other, | 
that the clause in the ordinance just referred to | 
was framed and inserted. This carrying-place 
had been known and used by Indian traders | 
before, and during, the Revolution. The¥ had | 
frequently passed over it in rainy and flood sea- 





subsequent to that period, detachments of United 
States troops, with their baggage, have frequently 
passed over epee in the same way. 

This, sir, (said Mr. H.,) is not a view of this | 
matter now presented to the Senate for the first | 
time. It is now about nine years since the prop- 
osition to make an appropriation of public lands | 
to aid the State of Indiana in improving the nav- 
igation of the Wabash and Maumee rivers, was 
first made by myself to the Senate; and in a report 
on that subject, which it became my duty to 
make as a member of the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, the ground of obligation, on the part 
of the Federal Government, to improve this car- 
rying-place, and to aid in this chain of inland 
navigation, was distinctly taken, and presented 
to the Senate. 
ground, and one which shielded the application 
then made from the constitutional difficulty about 
internal improvements. This ground was then 
sustained by the Senate. An appropriation of 


public lands was made to this object in March, | 


1827; and by the united aid of this appropriation, 


it was relied on as a strong | 


| 
| 





| 


{ 








and of the energies of the State, the canal is now 
in rapid progress. 

The State of Indiana is unable, at this time, to 
prosecute and to accomplish this work. She has 
embarked largely, considering her age and her 
resources; and the canal which she is now push- 
ing rapidly on, is as much as ought to be ex- 
peeted from her at the present time. Where the 
interests of the General Government, as in the 


present case, is in unison with those of the States, | 


the object is decidedly one of national import- 
ance; and where the obligations of the Federal 
Government, iu the construction of this work, 
are paramount to all others, it does seem reason- 


able that an appropriation should be unhesita- | 


tingly granted, to aid in making this improve- 
ment; otherwise it must be left undone till the 
State of Indiana shall have finished her canal; 
which canal must still remain, for a great portion 
of the year, comparatively useless till the river 
shall be iaapeowell 

The people of the western country, as a matter 
of necessity, consume foreign goods almost to 
the entire amount of their surplus productions, 
and the landholder in that country is deeply inter- 
ested in every facility of transportation to and 


from the country. That which diminishes trans- | 


portation, adds to the value of his agricultural 
productions, as well as diminishes the cost of 
foreign goods. Every facility, too, of transpor- 


tation, diminishes the difficulty and expense of | 


emigrants in getting to the country; brings more 
means and more people into the country; saves 
more of their means to purchase public lands after 
they get there; increases the receipts into the land 
offices, and is of lasting benefit to the emigrating 
classes of the old States. In all ages of the world, 
of which history gives us any knowledge, where- 
soever civilization and the arts of peace have 
flourished most, there internal improvements have 
been most fostered by the Government; there 
roads and canals have toss made to subserve the 
great purposes of agriculture and commerce; and 
the most warlike nations of the earth have also 
made these improverents the means of national 
defense, and used them as the most important 
facilities in offensive war. But considerations of 











he regrets that he could not give his assent to 
the Wabash bill. 1 believe that his feelings and 
inclination were wholly in its favor, and I sin- 
cerely regret that he had not taken the view of 
the case which | have endeavored to present. 
Had he taken this view, | cannot but think that 
he would have come to a different conclusion, 
and to this different conclusion it does seem to 
me he might have arrived without in the least 
receding from any ground he has heretofore 
taken on the subject of internal improvements. 
The rule by whitch appropriations for the im- 
provement of rivers are confined to places below 
ports of entry established by law, has never been 
satisfactory to my mind, nor does it appear to be 
very satisfactory to the President himself. It 
seems to imply that a work which is unconsti- 
tutional to-day may become constitutional to- 
morrow, by the simple passage of a law estab- 
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kind might be multiplied to an unlimited '| know what wild animal of the forest would be 


| appointed there as the receiver. The objection 
| alluded to had neither the Constitution ner com- 


lishing a port of entry at the head of supposed | 


navigation, and that the Constitution can be 
changed and new powers given to it by the 
legislative power—a power which it has created, 
prescribed, and limited. 

A port of entry on some central position of this 


extensive navigation will be convenient and use- 
ful. 


It will, probably, soon be indispensable. It || 


was moved in the other House, at the last session; | 


and conversations were had with the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce here, on the same 
subject. 
as the application for aid in improving the river 
and constructing the canal had, on previous occa- 
sions, been considered. I am anxious to have 
the reasonable assistance of the Government in 
perfecting this navigation, and the proper facilities 
created for using it, when perfected. Iam dis- 
posed, then, as | was at the last session, that a 


port of entry or delivery should be established at | 


La Fayette, upon the Wabash; and have, at this 
time, this additional reason—that I doubt not it 
would remove all objections toan approval of the 
bill, if it should again pass both Houses. These 
objections, however, Faeve will be done away 


by other considerations, in addition to those | 


already named—by the rapid progress of the canal 


It was thought then to be premature, | 
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mon sense to support it. It was one of those 
refined distinctions which were peculiar to a 
certain party of the present day. 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill, it was determined in the affirmative by the 
following vote: p 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Clay, Clayton, Ew- 
ing, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kane, Kent, 
Knight, Linn, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, 
Robbins, Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Swift, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, and Webster—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Black, Brown, Buch- 
anan, Calhoun, Grundy, Hill, King of Alabama, 

| King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Mor- 
ris, Preston, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, and 
Wright—1s. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. LINN gave notice thet on Monday next 
he would ask leave to introduce a bill to confirm 
titles to certain lands in Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate ad- 
journed. a 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
F’ripay, January 2, 1835. 

Petitions were presented by Mr. McKIM, of 

Maryland, and Mr. WHITE, of Florida. 


| REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
| Means, reported the following bills; which were 
| read twice and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union: 

A bill making appropriations for certain fortifi- 
‘cations of the United States, heretofore com- 
menced, for the year 1835; 

A bill making appropriations for the naval ser- 


{ 
|| vice for the year 1835; and 
| 


A bill to authorize the proper officers of the 
Treasury Department to credit the account of the 
| Treasurer of the United States with the amount 


‘| of unavailable funds standing to his debt on the 


since the close of the last session of Congress, | 


and by the advance already made towards a per- 
fect inland navigation between the twe commer- 


| cial emporiums of the country—New York and 


New Orleans. 
now 
session. 


Important facts exist in the case 


Then it was not a fact that thirty-five miles of 


the canal had been finished, and that the water 
had been let into the summit-level section of the 
canal. Now, these facts exist. The waters of 
the St. Joseph, a tributary of the Maumee, 
already flow upon the summit-level of the country 
and mingle with the waters of the Wabash. The 
water communication is now continuous, very 
imperfect to be sure, butitis continuous between 
the ports of entry and delivery which are nu- 
merous on Lake Erie, and those upon the Missis- 
sippi. 

When Mr. Henpricxs had concluded— 

Mr. HILL remarked that as the Senate was 


not full, he thought the bill had better be laid on ] 


the table, and made a motion to that effect, which 
was disagreed to. 

The question being on the engrossment of the 
bill for a third reading— 

Mr. HILL demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered. 

Before the question was taken— 

Mr. POINDEXTER said he had no difficulty 
whatever in giving his vote upon this bill. But 
he wished it to be understood that he did not 
yield his assent to the distinction, on the score of 
constitutionality, taken by the President, between 
the improvement of a river which led to a port of 


entry, and one upon which there was no port of | 


entry. 
ih senseless distinction. The President had 
repeatedly signed bills for appropriations to im- 
prove rivers upon which there were no ports of 
entry. He had approved an appropriation to the 
Red river, where there was nothing but wolves 
and bears; and if a port of entry had been estab- 
lished there, he (Mr. P.) would be at a loss to 


books of the Treasury; and to transfer the 
amount to the debt of the banks and individuals 
indebted for the same. : 
Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of the Springfield 
| Manufacturing Company; which was read twice 
| and committed. 


| Mr. FULTON, from the Committee of Claims, 


that did not exist at the close of the last 


He would, by no vote of his, sanction || 


|| reported a bill for the relief of David S. Camp- 


bell; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. F., from the same committee, Mr. KIN- 
NARD, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, Mr. TOMPKINS, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions, and Mr. FOSTER, 
from the Committee on thé Judiciary, made un- 
favorable reports upon various petitions, &c., 
referred to said committees. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
/and Canals, reported a bill toamend an act grant- 
ing to thé State of Alabama certain relinquished 
and unappropriated lands, for the purpose of im- 
proving the navigation of the Coosa, Black War- 
| rior, and other rivers in said State; which was 
| read twice and committed. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


| The following resolutions, submitted on Tues- 
day last, were taken up, and agreed to: 


By Mr. FILLMORE: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to report to this House the amount 
of hospital money collected in the several collec- 
‘tion districts of the State of New York for each 

year, from the year 1798 to the present time; and 
| also the amount expended in each year, during 
/ the same time, in each of said districts, and for 
| what purposes and objects such expenditures 
| were made, and the amount remaining unex- 
pended at this time for each district, and also the 
donations to said fund, and by whom made, 
| and when and on what conditions, if any, and 

how the money or property given to said fund 


| 


| by donations has been disposed of or applied, 
and what compensation, or portion of said fund, 
has been expended or applied for collecting, re- 
ceiving, or paying out the same, and to whom. 
By Mr. GALBRAITH: ’ 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be di- 
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rected to furnish to this House a statement of || Mr. VANDERPOEL remarked, that by a 


the expenditures on the works at the harbor at 
Presque Isle during the past season; the amount 
paid for stone, giving the number of cords, and 
at what rate; the amount for timber and other ma- 


terials, and at what rate; the amount paid for | 
labor, to whom, and at what rate per day or | 


month; the amount paid for superintendence, to 
whom, at what rate per day, and the number of 
days charged for such service, as well as every 
other item of expenditure at the said harbor; 
also, whether the directions of Colonel Totten, 
with regard to taking frequent soundings in the 
bay, have been attended to. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


The resolution submitted on Tuesday by Mr. 


Tuomas, of Maryland, to amend the 13th rule of 


the House so as to include among those who are 
admitted to the privileged seats within the Hall, 
the District Attorneys of the United States, was 
taken up. 

Mr. FOSTER remarked that some of the 
district attorneys, and particularly the one who 
resided in this city, had frequently important 
business to transact with the members of the 
Judiciary Committee, and from their exclusion 
from the Hall, they were compelled to have mem- 
bers called out of the Tiouse. By the adoption 
of the resolution, it would probably not add more 
than two persons at any one time to those who 
already possesse d the privilege of the House. 


Mr. PATTON moved toamend the resolution ! 


by including also members of the State Lecisla- 
Lures. 

Mr. BEATY suggested that the judges of State 
courts should be embraced in the proposition to 
amend. 

Mr. PATTON modified his amendment as re- 
quested, 

The amendment, as modified, was then disa- 
greed to—yeas 68, nays 70. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to lay the resolution on 
the table; but withdrew the motion «at the re- 
quest of 

Mr. ‘THOMAS, of Maryland, who explained 
the reasons which had induced him to offer the 
resolution, which were in substance the same as 
those which had been given by the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. Fosren.] He could not con- 
ceive how the adoption of the resolution could 
possibly incommode any gentleman, as a very 
imited number of persons,would or could avail 
themselves of the privilege which it granted, 

Mr. HARDIN was opposed to enlarging the 


rule on this subject. It had already been carried | 
too far. He could not possibly see what business | 
the Auditors, the Register of the Treasury, and | 


some others could have in this House. He did 
not object to the resolution because he was op- 
posed to the admission of the accomplished attor- 
ney for the District of Columbia into the Hall, 
but because he was opposed to enlarging a rule 
which already had the effect of rendering it almost 
impossible for members to hear what was going 
on in the Hall. He was a member of the Judi- 
eiary Committee, and was not aware that the 
district attorney for this District had ever called 
on that committee on any business connected 
with his public duties. The fact was, innumerable 
applications were made to this House for claims, 
and the members were continually importuned by 
lawyers who resided in this city, who were paid 
a fee for so doing by claimants. He submitted 
it to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. eed 
if this was not the leading motive which ha 
caused this application on the part of the attorney 
of this District. 


Mr. THOMAS said he was not aware thet 1 


such was the case. He believed it was not. 

Mr. HARDIN continued. He was satisfied 
this was one of the motives, if not the leading 
one, which had induced the application. 

Mr. BURGES would have been gratified if the 
amendment which proposed to admit members 
of the Legislatures upon the floor of the House, 
had prevailed. It was due to them from the 
situations which they held. As, however, they 
are to be exeluded, he was not in favor of admit- 
ting the district attorneys. He felt mortified 


liberal construction of the rule, heretofore, it was 
believed that members of the State Legislatures 
were entitled to the privilege of the House. By 
the vote on the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Parron,] a different 
construction had been given to the rule. As the 
members of the State Legislatures were excluded, 
he should feel bound to vote for the exclusion of 
the district attorneys. If, however, the vote in 
relation to the former could be reconsidered, he 
would willingly vote to admit both classes to the 
privileged seats in the House. 

Mr. MILLER concurred in the remarks of 
the gentlemen from Rhode Island and New York, 
| Messrs. Burces and Vanperror..| He moved 
to amend the resolutions so as to include mem- 
bers of the State Legislatures and district attor- 
neys, which varied from the amendment which 
had been rejected, by not including judges. 

Mr. HARDIN moved to lay the resolution and 
amendment on the table; which was agreed to— 
yeas 103, nays not counted. 


RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of granting to Abraham Pray a revolu- 
tionary pension, and arrears of pension withheld 
from him by the War Department, upon the 
alleged ground of not having perfected his proof 
seasonably; and that the papers heretofore pre- 
sented to the House be referred to said committee. 


On motion of Mr. JARVIS, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
}, 


| be instructed to inguire into the expediency of | 


reporting a bill authorizing the President of the 
United States to cause such experiments to be 
made, by a board of engineers to be by him 
selected, as shall test the practicability of a fire- 
ship invented by Uriah Brown, for harbor and 
coast defense, and making the necessary appro- 
priation for that purpose. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 


| atives, That the thanks of Congress be presented 


to Joun Quincy Apams, for the appropriate ora- 


| ton delivered by him on the life and character of 


that this District, after all the liberality which | 


had been extended to it by Congress, should 


think it necessary to send an attorney here to || 


supervise the proceedings of this House. 


| General La Fayette, in the Representatives Hall, 


before both Houses of Congress, onthe 31st day 


_ of December, 1834; and that he be requested to 


furnish a copy for publication. 

Resolved, That the chairman_of the joint com- 
mittee appointed to make the necessary arrange- 
ments to carry into effect the resolution of the 
last session of this Congress, in relation to the 
death of General La Fayette, be requested to com- 


| municate to Mr. Apams the aforegoing resolution, 
| receive his answer thereto, and present the same 


to both Houses of Congress. 


On metion of Mr. WARDWELL, it was 
Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Post Office 


| and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing for the publication of the | 
| maps of the post offices and post roads, and which 


are now being drawn by David H. Burr. 
On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making more effectual provision for the punish- 


| ment “pee committed under the pension laws 
| of the 


nited States. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, 


| it was 


Resolved, That a select committee be appointed 


to inquire into the propriety of establishing a 


national foundery for the purpose of fabricating 
ordnance of various kinds, suitable to the wants 
of the General Government, and report to this 


| House by bill or otherwise. 


_ On motion of Mr. HALL, of North Carolina, 
it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


_ and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 


expediency of establishing a post route from 
Godly’s Cross Roads, Beaufort county, to Cap- 


| tain Cary’s store, on South Dividing creek, so 


extended as to supply post office facilities to the 
populatior generally on the south side of Pimlico 
river, as far as may be required. 
On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Af- 
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fairs be instructed to inquire into the expedie 
of establishing a uevel depot at Semele, 
the State of Georgia. 

: Mr. GAMBLE submitted the following reso- 
ution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
de directed to communicate to this House whet)j- 
er, in his opinion, it is practicable or convenient 
for the Department to collect, and safel keep 
and disburse the public moneys of the United 
States, without the agency of a bank, or banks; 
and, if so, to report to this House the best mode, 
in his opinion, by which that object can be ac. 
complished. 

Mr. GAMBLE asked a suspension of the rule 
which required his resolution to lie one day upon 
the table. His object was to receive the required 
information at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. POLK said, if the gentleman would refer 
to the supplementary report made by the Secre.- 
tary of the Treasury, he would find the informa- 
tion Which he desired. In that report, the Sec. 
retary of the Treasury had declared that no Bang 
of the United States was necessary to facilitate ° 
the fiscal operations of the Guvernment; that the 
system adopted by the Department was ampl 
competent, and had proved entirely successful, 
From the facts and statements embraced in the 
report to which he had referred, Mr. P. had no 
doubt that the plan adopted for the safe-keeping 
of the public mene was so far completely suc- 
cessful, that it could no longer be denominated 
‘‘an experiment.’’ Under these circumstances, 
he could see no necessity for adopting the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. GAMBLE said, his rain object was to 
know whether any bank whatever was necessary 
to be used as the fiscal agent of the Government. 
If we were to have an agent of this character, he 
preferred that it should be one emanating from 
the Government, and belonging exclusively to it. 
He was as much opposed to the plan of using the 
State institutions for this purpose as he could be 
to the Bank of the United States. The plan sug- 
gested by the President of the United States in 
his annual message in 1830, althcugh at the time 
it met with no countenance from any quarter, was 
one which he believed was more practicable, under 
existing circumstances, than any other—a bank 
founded upon the Government deposits and re- 
sponsibility, entirely disconnected from any State 
institution, or local stockholders, &c. The Bank 
of the United States, it was considered on all 
hands, must godown. Some new and permanent 
system upon the subject of the keeping and dis- 
bursement of the finances of the country must be 
adopted, and he was anxious to receive all the 
light which could be thrown on the subject, not 
only by the Secretary of the Treasury, but by the 
enure Cabinet. The resolution which he had 
offered could do no harm, and might be benefi- 
cial. He therefore hoped it would be permitted 
to pass. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said this was a question 
of considerable importance. The supplementar 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury would, 
however, be found entirely explicit in every point 
embraced in the resolution. He had no great 
objection to the resolution being sent to the De- 
partment, although it was probable the Secretary 
of the Treasury would refer the House to the 
report to which he had alluded for the informa- 
tion required. If it was possible to mature a plan 
to dispense with the agency of banks in conduct- 
ing the fiscal operations of the Government, he 
might not be opposed to it; it was, however, 
wholly impracticable to dispense with such an 
agency at this time. In regard to the establish- 
ment of a Government bank, to which the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. GamBue] had alluded, 
such a project was not now likely to meet with 
many supporters from any quarter, 

Mr. W HITTLESEY, of Ohio, said that, as 
there seemed to be a disposition to discuss the 
resolution, he would move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the orders of the day. 

‘The motion prevailed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Navy, pursuant to the 
act of 1809 in relation to the contingent expend- 


itures of said Department; which was laid on the 
table. 
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